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Ihtroduction 

This  summary  supersedes  the  recently  issued  preliminary  report  on  Pacific 
Coast  canned  fruit  prices  and  shipments  .■i'''   The  earlier  report  included  esti- 
mated preliminary  data  on  canners'  shipments  for  1959-60  and  was  issued  to  pro- 
vide the  industries  with  the  latest  available  information.    This  report  includes, 
and  is  based  on,  final  and  complete  data  on  f.o.b.  prices  and  movements  of  the 
various  fruits.    Xlhere  final  or  complete  data  are  not  available  (exports),  esti- 
mates are  provided  and  used  in  this  report.    The  results  and  data  presented  here 
are  issued  to  provide  the  industry  and  governmental  and  private  marketing  organi- 
zations with  materials  used  in  the  discussion  and  formulation  of  marketing  poli- 
cies, plans,  and  programs. 

The  report  first  presents  summary  highlights  on  the  industry  average  f.o.b. 
price  experience  and  on  the  f.o.b.  shipments  by  canners  during  1959-60.  Then 
are  summarized  economic-statistical  relationships  of  the  average  f.o.b.  prices 
to  major  market  influences  for  canned  cling  peaches,  pears,  freestone  peaches, 
and  apricots.    Sources  of  the  data  and  their  characteristics  are  noted  before 
the  industry  statistics  are  given  in  tables  which  incorporate  the  basic  data  and 
the  results  of  the  f.o.b.  price  analyses. 


1/  Hoos,  Sidney,  Preliminary  Report— Pacific  Coast  Canned  Fruits,  F.O.B. 
Price  Relationships,  1959-60  (Berkeley;    University  of  California,  Division  of 
Agricultural  Sciences,  Agricultural  Jbcperiment  Station,  May  27,  I960),  32p. 
(Giannini  Foundation  Mimeographed  Report.)  Processed. 
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2. 

F.O,B.  Prices  and  Movement,  1959-^0 


The  f.o.b,  prices  which  reflect  the  average  industry  experience  during  the 
1959-60  marketing  year  are  summarized  as  follows: 


Canned  fruit 

1959-60  average  f.o.b.  prices 

dollars  per  case;  2k  No.  2-^ 

California  cling  peaches  (choice,  No.  2^) 

California  apricots  (choice,  No.  2|) 

5.38 

Pacific  Coast  pears  (choice.  No.  2^) 

6.15 

Pacific  Coast  Elberta  freestone  peaches 
(fancy.  No.  2|) 

5.79 

California  fruit  cocktail  (choice.  No.  2^) 

6.27 

Hawaiian  pineapple  (fancy,  sliced.  No.  2^< 
f.o.b,  San  Francisco) 

8.05 

The  estimated  movement  of  canned  fruit  from  canners  during  1959"6o  is  given 
in  detail  in  the  appended  tables.    But  the  following  table  presents  the  indi- 
cated summary  results: 


I959-6O  movement  from  canners 

Canned  fruit 

Total  1 

Domestic  commercial 

thousands  of  cases;  2U  No.  2^  basis 

California  cling  peaches 

21,875 

17,535 

California  apricots 

h,h21 

U,073 

Pacific  Coast  pears 

8,767 

8,013 

Pacific  Coast  freestone  peaches 

5,6U7 

5,Wj5 

California  fruit  cocktail 

12,189 

10,3ii5 

Also,  it  is  estimated  that  some  12,800,000  cases  i2h  No.  2^  basis)  of  pine- 
apple moved  into  trade  channels  through  packers*  and  importers'  shipments  for 
domestic  civilian  consumption. 
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F,O.B.  Price  Relatlonshlpa 

In  addition  to  providing  the  basic  marketing  information  summarized  above 
and  in  the  attached  tables,  this  report  presents  the  results  of  statistical 
analyses  of  the  najor  factors  which  are  related  to  the  industry  average  f  .o,b, 
prices  of  canned  cling  peaches,  pears,  apricots,  and  freestone  peaches.  The 
major  price-affecting  factors  include  the  domestic  commercial  movement  from 
canneries,  the  level  of  national  disposable  personal  income,  and  the  relative 
level  of  prices  of  canned  fruits  competing  with  the  respective  canned  fruits. 
Those  price-influencing  factors  are  shown  in  tables  appended  to  this  report. 
The  f  .o,b,  price  relationships  may  be  suninarized  as  follows: 
Canned  Cling  Peaches 

A  change  of  10 per  cent  in  the  commercial  domestic  movement  (2U  No,  25- 
basis)  of  California  canned  cling  peaches,  considered  by  itself,  was  on  the 
average  accompanied  by  a  change  in  the  opposite  direction  of  about  3  per  cent 
in  the  f .o.b,  price  (choice.  No*  2|)  of  canned  cling  peaches. 

An  Increase  of  ID  per  cent  in  the  index  of  disposable  income,  considered 
by  itself,  was  on  the  average  accompanied  by  an  increase  of  about  12  per  cent 
in  the  f .o.b.  price  (choice.  No.  2§)  of  canned  cling  peaches. 

A  change  of  ^ per  cent  in  the  adjusted  index  of  prices  of  competing 
canned  fruits,  considered  by  itself,  was  on  the  average  accompanied  by  a 
change  in  the  same  direction  of  about  Uper  cent  in  the  f  .o*b,  price 
(choice.  No,  2 J)  of  canned  cling  peaches. 
Differences  between  the  actual  f  ,o,b,  prices  of  canned  clijig  peaches  (choice. 
No.  2|)  and  those  accounted  for  by  the  statistical  analysis  are  given  in  Table  5 
of  this  report. 
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Canned  Pears 

A  change  of  1,000,000  cases  in  the  commercial  domestic  movement 
(2U  No,  2|  basis)  of  Pacific  Coast  canned  pears,  considered  by  itself,  was 
on  the  average  accompanied  by  a  change  in  the  opposite  direction  of  about 
70  cents  a  case  in  the  ftO^th,  price  (choice.  No.  2|)  of  Pacific  Coast  canned 
pears. 

An  increase  of  10  per  cent  in  the  index  of  disposable  income,  considered 
by  itself,  was  on  the  average  acccngianied  by  an  increase  of  about  ^0  cents 
a  case  in  the  f .o.b,  price  (choice,  No«  2f)  of  Pacific  Coast  canned  pears. 

A  change  of  10  points  in  the  adjusted  index  of  prices  of  competing 
canned  fruits,  considered  by  itself,  was  on  the  average  accompanied  by  a 
change  in  the  same  direction  of  about  1?  cents  a  case  in  the  f  .o.b.  price 
(choice.  No,  2|)  of  Pacific  Coast  canned  pears. 
Differences  between  the  actual  f •o,b,  prices  of  Pacific  Coast  canned  pears 
(choice.  No,  2f)  and  those  explained  by  the  statistical  analysis  are  given  in 
Table  9  of  this  report. 
Canned  Apricots 

A  change  of  10  per  cent  in  the  commercial  domestic  movement  (2I4  No,  2^ 
basis)  of  California  canned  apricots,  considered  by  itself,  was  on  the 
average  accompanied  by  a  change  in  the  opposite  direction  of  about  3  per 
cent  in  the  f ,o,b,  prdce  (choice.  No,  2^)  of  canned  apricots. 

A  change  of  10  per  cent  in  the  index  of  disposable  income,  considered 
by  itself,  was  on  the  average  accompanied  by  a  change  in  the  same  direction 
of  about  8  per  cent  in  the  f  .o.b,  price  (choice.  No,  2^)  of  canned  apricots. 
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A  change  of  10  per  cent  in  the  adjusted  index  of  prices  of  competing 
canned  fruits,  considered  by  itself,  was  on  the  average  accompanied  by  a 
change  in  the  same  direction  of  about   7  per  cent  in  the  f .o,b,  price 
(choice,  No,  2^)  of  canned  apricots. 
Differences  between  the  actual  f .o.b.  prices  of  canned  apricots  (choice.  No,  2|) 
and  those  explained  by  the  statistical  analysis  are  given  in  Table  13  of  this 
report. 

Canned  Freestone  Peaches 

A  change  of  $00,000  cases  in  the  commercial  domestic  movement 
(2h  No,  2|  basis)  of  Pacific  Coast  canned  freestone  peaches,  consid- 
ered by  itself,  was  on  the  average  accompanied  by  a  change  in  the  op- 
posite direction  of  about  hk  cents  a  case  in  the  f .o,b,  price  (fancy. 
No*  2^)  of  Pacific  Coast  canned  freestone  peaches. 

An  increase  of  10  per  cent  in  the  index  of  disposable  Income, 
considered  by  itself,  was  on  the  average  acconq^anied  by  an  increase 
of  about  52  cents  a  case  in  the  f ,o,b.  price  (fancy.  No.  2j)  of  Pa^ 
cific  Coast  canned  freestone  peaches, 

A  change  of  10  points  in  the  adjusted  index  of  prices  of  compet- 
ing canned  fruits,  considered  by  itself,  was  on  the  average  accompa- 
nied by  a  change  in  the  same  direction  of  about  22  cents  a  case  in 
the  f .o,b,  price  (fancy.  No,  2|)  of  Pacific  Coast  canned  freestone 
peaches • 

Differences  between  the  actual  f .o.b.  prices  of  Pacific  Coast  canned  freestone 
peaches  (fancy.  No,  2|)  and  those  acco\anted  for  by  the  statistical  analysis  are 
given  in  Table  17  of  this  report. 

Data 

Although  the  sources  of  the  data  on  which  this  report  ia  based' are  vindicated 
in  the  footnotes  of  the  various  tables,  the  following  supplementary  explanations 
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nay  be  noted  for  the  1959-60  prices,  movement  data,  and  other  econonic  information 
used  in  the  analyses. 

The  f .o.b.  prices  of  cling  peaches,  pears,  freestone  peaches,  fruit  cocktail, 
and  apricots  are  industry  average  prices  reflecting  cannery  operations.  The 
f .o^b.  prices  for  canned  pears  and  freestone  peaches  reflect  operations  of 
canneries  in  the  Pacific  Northwest  as  well  as  in  California,    The  canned  pear  and 
freestone  peach  prices  for  the  Northwest  were  collected  through  the  Northwest 
Canners  and  Freezers  Association  and  for  California  were  collected  through  the 
Canners  League  of  California.    The  basic  price  data  for  canned  apricots  were  also 
collected  through  the  Canners  League  of  California.    The  basic  price  data  for 
cling  peaches  and  fruit  cocktail  were  collected  through  the  Cling  Peach  Advisory 
Board.    The  price  data  for  Hairaiian  pineapple  are  based  on  published  quotations 
supplemented  by  trade  information. 

The  data  on  eanner  stocks  and  movement  are  based  on  reports  issvied  by  the 
following  agencies:    for  cling  peaches  and  fruit  cocktail,  the  Cling  Peach  Ad- 
visory Board;  for  apricots,  California  canned  pears,  and  California  canned  free- 
stone peaches,  the  Canners  League  of  California;  and  for  Northwest  canned  pears 
and  freestone  peaches,  the  Northwest  Canners  and  Freezers  Association,    The  move- 
ment data  for  canned  pineapple  were  derived  from  trade  sources. 

The  index  of  ttiited  States  disposable  personal  income  is  based  on  reports 
Issued  by  the  U,  S.  Department  of  Commerce.  The  levels  of  competing  canned  fruit 
prices  for  each  of  the  fruits  are  measured  by  indexes  constructed  as  indicated  in 
Tables  6,  10,  lU,  and  18  appended  to  this  report.  Exports  are  based  on  U,  S,  De- 
partment of  Conmerce  reports,  and  Ifaited  States  government  purchases  are  based  on 
releases  issvted  by  the  U,  S.  Departments  of  Agriculture  and  Defense* 
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TABLE  1 

P.O.B.  Pricea§/  of  Canned  Fruits  from  192U-25 
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Hai/aiian  { 

Cali- 

Pacific 

pineapple  | 

Marketing 

fornia 

Cali- 

Pacific 

Coast 

California 

(sliced. 

cline 

fornia 

Coast 

freestone 

fruit 

f ancv. 

1  June 

Deaches 

apricots 

pears 

peaches 

cocktail 

No.  2i)  I 

i  throuch 

(choice. 

(choice^ 

(choice> 

( fancy. 

(choice, 

f  •  0 •  Ssn  j 

Mav 

No.  2i) 

No.  2^) 

No.  2^) 

No.  2f) 

No.  2h) 

Francisco 

1 

2 

 ^  

5 

6  1 

i 

dollars 

per  case 

— 2  1 

li.72 

ii.60 

5.85 

5.20  i 

i  1925-26 

it. 23 

li.liO 

5.90 

It. 30 

'  1926-27 

U.IO 

it.  55 

it. 70 

it. 70 

1927-28 

3.U5 

It. 65 

5.00 

it. 20 

1928-29 

3.50 

it.35 

it.5o 

it.itO 

1  1929-30 

li.57 

ii.65 

5.25 

it. 70 

1  1930-31 

3.20 

it  .00 

3.90 

it  .00 

1  1931-32 

2.80 

3.25 

3.10 

3.00 

j  1932-33 

2.15 

2.75 

2.75 

3.10 

1933-3ii 

2.U9 

3.00 

2.90 

3.60 

1  193a -3 5 

2.00 

it. 15 

3.35 

u.oo 

3.OO 

i  1935-36 

2.66 

3.25 

3.20 

3.80 

3.60 

1936-37 

2.79 

3.10 

3.20 

3.80 

3.90 

3.60 

1937-38 

3.11 

3.30 

3.35 

3.80 

it. 00 

3.80 

1  1938-39 

2.hh 

2.75 

3.05 

3.70 

3.i40 

3.itO 

!  1939-UO 

2.56 

3.1t0 

3.60 

3.60 

3.75 

3.60 

!  19iiO-lil 

2.1i3 

3.80 

3.35 

3.60 

3.35 

3.60 

i(War  years) 

'  19U7-li8 

U.78 

6.00 

7.10 

6.50 

6.90 

6.10 

i  19l|8-lj9 

5.10 

5.25 

8.10 

7.00 

6.65 

6.80 

!  1919-50 

it  .07 

5.00 

5.30 

5.90 

5.70 

6.itO 

1  195t)-51 

5.17 

5.75 

7.80 

7.5b 

6.65 

6.80 

'  1951-52 

5.53 

5.9U 

7.86 

7.50 

6.68 

6.80 

1  1952-53 

5.32 

5.68 

6.it9 

7.00 

6.itl 

6.85 

K  12 

6  91 

6  70 

6  67 

6  fi< 

1  195U-55 

5.17 

5.66 

6.92 

6.it5 

6.57 

6.90 

1  1955-56 

5.70 

5.10 

6.72 

6.78 

6.56 

7.35 

1956-57 

5.35 

5.60 

6.89 

6.29 

6.22 

7.itO 

1957-58 

5.10 

5.1t8 

6.25 

6.10 

6.28 

7.it5 

1958-59 

5.36 

6.75 

6.88 

6.16 

6.83 

7.75 

1959-60 

ii.89 

5.38 

6.15 

5.79 

6.27 

i. 

8.05 

a/  Based  on  weighted  average  canners'  f.o.b.  sales  prices  (for  cling  peaches, 

apricots,  pears,  freestone  peaches,  and  fruit  cocktail)  determined  from  canners' 
reports  on  their  billings  and  invoices  of  sales  f.o.b.  cannery  or  dock  (including 
brokerage,  cash  discount,  and  swell,  label,  and  case  allowances  but  excluding  any 
special  or  trade  discounts  and  any  prepaid  charges  included  in  delivei^^  prices 
such  as  freight  and  marine  insurance).    Prices  adjusted  to  an  industry-wide  common 
or  nondifferaitiated  basis  by  modification  for  recognized  price  premiums  conven- 
tional for  certain  brands. 

Sources : 

Cols.  l-5s    Based  on  data  compiled  through  the  Cling  Peach  Advisory  Board, 

Canners  League  of  California,  and  Northwest  Canners  and  Freezers 
Association. 

Col.  6:        Based  on  quotations  supplemented  by  trade  information. 
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TABLE  2 

Canners'  Commercial  Domestic  Movement  of  Canned  Fruits  from  192h-Z$ 


Pacific 

Marketing 

Caliiornia 

Pacific 

Coast 

California 

year,  June 

cling 

California 

Coast 

freestone 

fruit 

\  through  Msy 

peaches 

apricots 

pears 

peaches 

cocktail 

Pineapple 

3 

5 

6 

1 

thousands  of  casesj 

2U  No.  2t  basis 

j 

I  I92I1-25 

ii,607 

1.235 
1,755 

1,0114 

5,183 

i  1925-26 

7,li8U 

1,293 

6,265  1 

(  1926-27 

8,599 

2,038 

1,957 

6,713  1 

1  1927-28 

10,867 

7,131 

1928-29 

10,U90 

2.170 
2,383 

5,990  ! 

!  1929-30 

7,U83 

7,173  : 
8,960  i 

,  1930-31 

9,257 

2,183 

2.617 

'  1931-32 

5,976 

1.990 

6,351  i 

1932-33 

8,lli8 

1. 

2.200 

7  767 

6,960 

7.  Ill  "5 

7,liii2  ' 

\  I93I4-35 

7,685 

1  {i77 

2  98ii 

325 

6,705  , 

.  1935-36 

8,U52 

1,951 

7  670 

282 

8  ,  582  ; 

1  1936-37 

9,358 

2  Q92 

997 
Jt  77 1 

631 

UJX 

2.178 

9,989  1 

1937-38 

6,85U 

?  001 
c  ,  7\JX 

2  681 

nil 

832 

2.271 
2.951 

8,529  i 

'  1938-39 

10,127 

716 

1  xu 

8,292  1 

1  1939-iiO 

8,673 

9  7Aft 

X,  cUO 

1,6U0 

3,091 

li,5ll4 

10,796 

i  19iiO-Ul 

ll,ii33 

2,012 

U,153 

10,573  1 

(War  years) 

i  19l7-li8 

13,81i3 

2,U15 

li,866 

2,155 

8,836 

10,112  i 
11,68U  ! 

i  19U8-ii9 

12,382 

3,528 

,  3,660 
!  5,613 

2,322 
2,178 

6,791 

i  19i*9-50 

15,615 

3,072 
3,565 

6,977 

11,920  1 

,  1950-51 

lit,  287 

U,815 

2,135 

7,36l4 

13,032 

{  1951-52 

13,6ii8 

3,U10 

U,3U8 

2,507 

5,60ii 

9,685 

1952-53 

lii,35l 

3,lli8 

5,700 

3,075 

7,U52 

11,695 

1953-5U 

111,  706 

3,93U 

5,ijDl 

3,156 

6,9li5 

12,050 

195Ii-55 

lli,086 

3,177 

ii,i49li 

6,272 

3,81il 

8,037 

12,7li3 

1955-56 

15,023 

6,763 

3,859 

8,11^5 

13,198 

1956-57 

15,008 

3,852 

6,789 

a,688 
li,753 

8,81Ui 

12,101 
12,li57 

1957-58 

16,925 

3,871 

7,71*6 

8,683 

1958-59 

13,886 

2,052 

7,077 

5,161 

8,866 
10,3^*5 

I     .  .      .  ■ 

12,779 

1959-6oa/ 

17,535 

1^,073 

8,013 

5,1^5 

12,800 

a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 


Sources 

• 

• 

Col. 

1: 

Table  3,  column  10. 

Col. 

2: 

Table  11,  column  8. 

Col. 

3: 

Table   7,  column  8 

Col. 

lit 

Table  15,  column  9« 

Col. 

5: 

Table  19,  column  9- 

Col. 

6: 

Based  on  data  compiled  by  Pineapple  Growers  Association  of  Hawaii  and 
U.  S.  Department  of  Commerce,  supplemented  by  data  and  information 
from  trade  sources. 
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California 


Canned  Cling  Peaches, 


TABLE  3 

Canners*  Pack,  Carry-Over,  Shipments,  and  Exports  from  192ij-25 


Marketing 
year, 
June 
through 
May 

Pack 

Canners ' 
stocks 
on  hand  at 
beginning 

of  year 

Total 
supply 

Canners' 
stocks 
on  hand 
at  end 
of  ^ear 

Total  f.o.b. 

movement 
from  canners' 
hands 

United  States  government 
direct  f.o.b.  purchases 

United 
States 
exports 

F.o.b. 

commercial 
domestic 
movement 

School 
lunch 
program 

1 

Quarter-  i 
master  '  Total 

1 

2 

3 

7       !  8 

16 

thousand 

s  of  cases;  2k  No.  2^  basis 

192li-25 

1925-  26 

1926-  27 

1927-  28 

1928-  29 

1929-  30 

1930-  31 

1931-  32 

1932-  33 
1533-31* 
193U-35 

1935-  36 

1936-  37 

1937-  38 

1938-  39 

1939-  UO 
19l<0-m 

(War  years) 

19U7-U8 
19U8-U9 
19U9-50 
1953-51 

1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  5I1 
195U-55 

1955-  56 

1956-  57 


5,206 

9,080 
13,561 
10,i;99 
lli,l*39 

7,72U 
13,17U 

8,3U9 

6,UlU 
lD,2hh 

8,258 
10,850 
10,236 
12,205 

9,UU6 
10,579 

9,608 


15,309 
1U,650 
16,525 
lU,a7 
19,145 
lli,96U 
17,163 
13,818 
17,923 
21,322 


1,391 
709 
1*1*9 
3,730 
1,322 
3,109 
1,629 
3,922 
1*,826 
1,359 
2,389 
1,836 
1,929 
1,1*98 
5,578 
2,737 
2,690 


U56 
l,2U7 
3,061 
2,058 

531 
3,1*18 
2,328 
2,708 

558 
1,557 

m 

3!039 


6,597 
9,789 
11*, 010 
ll*,229 
15,761 
10,833 
lit, 803 
12,271 
11,21*0 
11,603 
10,61*7 
12,686 
12,165 
13,703 
15,021* 
13,316 
12,299 


15,765 
15,897 
19,586 
16,1*75 
19,676 
18,382 
19,1*90 
16,526 
18,U81 
22,879 
23,063 

_2U  M- 


709 
1*1*9 
3,730 
1,322 
3,109 
1,629 
3,922 
1*,826 
1,359 
2,389 
1,836 
1,929 
1,1*98 
5,578 
2,737 
2,690 
779 


1,21*7 
3,061 
2,058 

531 
3,1*18 
2,328 
2,708 

558 
1,556 
i*,579 
2,1*82 
3  039 
■2,65Q 


5,888 
9,31*0 
10,280 
12,907 
12,652 
9,201* 
10,881 

7,1*1*5 
9,881 
9,211* 
8,811 
10,757 
10,667 
8,125 
12,287 
10,626 
11,520 


1U,518 
12,836 
17,528 
15,91*1* 
16,258 
16,051* 
15,782 
15,968 
16,925 
18,300 


i6;u_ 


1,196 


1,1*30 
1,173 
2,180 
1,189 
1,273 
912 
1*95 
971 

Hli ; 

999  , 


1,281 
1,855 
1,681 
2,01*0 
2,162 
1,721 
1,621* 
1,1*69 
1,733 
1,799 
1,126 
2,305 
1,309 
1,271 
2,160 
1,953 
87 


675 
U5U 
U83 
1*8U 
1*30 
511* 
803 
970 
1,1*07 
2,321 
2,621 
2,239 


1*,607 
7,1*8U 
8,599 

10,867 

10,1*90 
7,1*83 
9,257 
5,976 
8,lli8 
7,1*15 
7,685 
8,1*52 
9,358 
6,85U 

10,127 
8,673 

11,1*33 


13,81*3 
12,382 
15,615 
11*,  287 
13,61*8 
ll*,35l 
11*,  706 
11*, 086 
15,023 
15,008 
16,925 
13  886 
17.535 


■  » 


Table  3  continued. 

a/  No  centralized  f .o.b.  purchases  of  clings  by  School  Lunch  were  reported  for  1955-56,  although  School  Lunch 
~    issued  clings  presumably  acquired  at  local  points. 

b/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 

Sources:    Cling  Peach  Advisory  Board,  Canners  League  of  California,  and  U.  S.  Departments  of  Agriculture, 
Conimerce,  and  Defense,  and  trade  sources. 
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TABLE  k 


11 


F.O.B.  Prices  of  Canned  Cling  Peaches  and 
Related  Economic  Variables  from  192h-25 


Marketing 

 —J 

F.o.b.  conimercial  I 

year, 

F.o.b.  price 

domestic  movement 

Index  of  United 

Adjusted 

June 

of  canned 

of  California 

States  dispos- 

index of  com- 

through 

cling  peaches 

cling  peaches 

able  personal 

peting  canned 

May 

(choice.  No.  2\)  , 

(2ii  No.  2|  basis)  i 

income 

1  i 

2  i 

3 

fruit  prices 

dollars  per  case 

millions  of  cases  ! 

19U7-U8  to  19ii9-50  =  lOO 

TOO),  oc; 

U'  (d 

14  .OU  ( 

37.5 

216.8 

1,  o'a 

7  )iA)i 

liO  )i 

1  7A  1 
X  1 0 .  X 

i-ydO-c  I 

1,  irt 
u«  xu 

ko.i 

179.9 

Lyd(-dO 

lit; 

XU  .  00  ( 

iiO.7 

I69.1i 

T  OOfi  OO 

Vydo-dy 

0 

XU  •Utvj 

U3.3 

159.6 

7  liRO 

a2.7 

176.2 

1930-31 

0  or> 

Q  0(^7 

36.0 

169.5 

T  OOT  00 

'  1931-3'! 

0 

O7A 
P»7fD 

29.6 

162.0 

1932-33 

2.15 

8.1it8 

23.0 

197.8 

1933-3li 

2.ii9 

7.1il5 

26.3 

199.1 

193U-35 

2.88 

7.685 

2o.o 

196.8 

iy31?-3o 

0  AA 

£.  •DO 

R  )ie:o 

32.9 

165-5 

-l-73o-:>  r 

0  70 

d»  ly 

0  "a  tR 
7  o?o 

37-0 

lii7.5 

193 (-30 

0   T 1 

A  Rdi 

36.0 

159.8 

T QOQ  OO 
-l-730-^y 

0  lili 

in  1 07 

XU . Xt ( 

35.8 

Ux2.S 

TOOQ  |,r> 

0  cy; 

fi  A7'? 
0 .0  f  J 

*^  A  r-' 

38.5 

lIi6.U 

d'lXj 

/i3.8 

126.0 

(War  years) 

TO). 7  l.fl 

19a7-uo 

1.  7fl 

10  RliO 

13 • oUj 

9h.8 

108.1 

19UO-U9 

TA 

1  0  ORO 
Xc  . JOc 

101.9 

103.9 

I7U7-5O 

1,  n7 

1 1  Ai  t; 
xi>.ox5 

103.3 

88.7 

1950-31 

c'  1  7 
5.17 

1 1.  0R7 

XU • ^0 ( 

115.7 

92.7 

1951-52 

5.53 

13.6it8 

123.2 

87.9 

J-7P'i-?J 

iJi  -3'tL 

131.0 

78.6 

1953-5U 

5.12 

lii.706 

131.6 

76.9 

195ii-55 

5.17 

lii.086 

139.5 

7U.8 

1955-56 

5.70 

15.023 

15b. ii 

70.0 

1956-57 

5.35 

15.008 

159.6 

65.6 

1957-58 

5.10 

16.925 

16U.8 

62. U 

1958-59 

5.36 

1  13.886 

172.9 

61i.O 

1959-603/ 

1  

4.89 

i  17.535 

1 

i  181.0 

57.6 

1 

a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 


Sources : 

Col.  1:  Table  1,  column  1. 

Col.  2:  Table  3,  column  10. 

Col.  3'  Table  6,  column  U. 

Col.  h''  Table  6,  column  5- 


.1  : . 


TABLE  5 


12. 


Actual  and  Estijnated  F.O.B.  Prices  of  California  Canned  Cling  Peaches 

Choice,  No.  2^,  from  192i^-25 


Marketing 
year, 
June 
through 
May 


California 

Percentage 

cling  peaches 

Difference: 

difference ; 

(choice. 

No.  2k) 

column  1 

column  3  as 

Actvial 

Estimated 

minus 

per  cent  of 

f.o.b.  price 

f.o.b.  price 

column  2 

column  1 

1 

2 

3 

k 

dollars  per  case 

per  cent  | 

k.72 

5.19 

-.47 

'  1 

-10.0  1 

!+.23 

3.86 

.37 

8.7 

k.io 

3.82 

.28 

6.9  1 

3.32 

.13 

M  1 

1  3.50 

3.38 

.12 

4.57 

4.13 

.44 

i 

1  3.20 

3.10 

.10 

3.1  1 

1  2.80 

2.6l 

.19 

6.7  1 

2.15 

2.27 

-.12 

-  5.5 

2.49 

2.68 

-.19 

-  7.5  i 

2.88 

2.91 

-.03 

-  0.9 

2.66 

2.72 

-.06 

-  2.3  , 

2.79 

2.66 

.13 

4.6  1 

3.11 

3.10 

.01 

0.3  ! 

2M 

2.40 

.04 

1.6  i 

2.56 

2.83 

-.27 

-10.7  i 

2.43 

2.56 

-.13 

-  s  4  ! 

1924-  25 

1925-  26 

1926-  27 

1927-  28 

1928-  29 

1929-  30 

1930-  31 

1931-  32 

1932-  33 

1933-  34 

1934-  35 

1935-  36 

1936-  37 

1937-  38 

1938-  39 

1939-  40 
19^0-41 

(War  years) 


1947.1+8 

4.78 

5.05 

-.27 

-  5.6 

1948-49  i 

5.10 

5.45 

-.35 

-  6.9    ■  1 

1949-50  j 

4.07 

4.31 

1  -.24 

-  5.9  1 

1950-51  1 

5.17 

5.33 

;  -.16 

-  3.1  ! 

1951-52  j 

5.53 

5.48 

;  .05 

0.9  i 

1952-53  1 

5.32 

;  5.12 

.20 

3.8  ! 

1953-54  ! 

5.12 

i  5.11 

.01 

0.2  j 

1954-55  ! 

5.17 

5.24 

\  -.07 

-  1.4  i 

1955-56  ! 

5.70 

5.21 

i  .49 

8.6  1 

1956-57  j 

5.35 

1  5.20 

.15 

2.8 

1957-58  1 

5.10 

1  4.92 

i 

3.5 

1958-  59_/  ' 

1959-  60^  ' 

5.36 
4.89 

i 

!  -.33 
-.07 

-  6.2 

-  1.4  1 

a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 
Sources : 

Col.  1:    Table  1,  column  1. 

Col.  2:    Estimated  by  use  of  data  in  Table  4  applied  to  equation  (2) 
on  page  Ik. 


TABLE  6 

Construction  of  Adjusted  Index  of  Prices  of  Canned  Fruits 
Competing  with  Canned  Cling  Peaches  from  192^-25 


13. 


Marketing 
year, 
Jtine 
through 
May 


192l)-25 

1925-  26 

1926-  27 

1927-  28 

1928-  29 

1929-  30 

1930-  31 

1931-  32 

1932-  33 

1933-  3^^ 
193^^-35 

1935-  36 

1936-  37 

1937-  38 

1938-  39 

1939-  ^0 
192^0-41 

(War  years) 

19kl-kQ 
19Ji8-i^9 
19*^9-50 

1950-  51 

1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  51^ 
195^^-55 

1955-  56 

1956-  57 

1957-  58 

1958-  59^/ 

1959-  60-' 


Vfeighted  average 
prices  of  cou^peting 
canned  fruits 


dollars 
per  case 


index, 
I9U7-I18  to 
1949-^0  a  ICQ 


5.1890 

u.  51^10 

4.6715 
4.UOOI 
4.4104 
4.8014 
3.9810 

3.0591 
2.9781 
3.3^21 
3.6171 

3.4830 
3.6720 
3.2559 
3.5969 
3.5229 


6.75W 
5.8473 
6.8473 
6.9080 

6.57^7 
6.6056 

6.6595 
6.7190 
6.6823 
6.5570 
7.0662 
6.6531 


81.31 
71.16 
73.20 
68.95 
69.11 
75.24 
62.38 
47.9^ 
46.67 
52.37 
56.68 
54.44 
5^^.58 
57.54 
51.02 
56.36 
55.20 


102.52 
105.85 
91.63 
107.30 
108.25 
103.03 
103.51 
104.36 
105.29 
104.71 
102.75 
110.73 
104.26 


United  States 

disposable 

personal  income 
 j_ 


I  Adjusted 
i    index  of 

conipeting 
I  canned 
[fruit  prices 


billions 
of  dollars 


70.9 
76.2 
76.8 

76.9 
81.8 
80.6 

69.5 
56.0 
44.5 
49.6 

62.1 
69.8 
68.0 
67.6 
72.8 
82.8 


index, 
1947_48  to 
1949-50  =  100 


37.5 
40.4 

40.7 
40.7 
'*3.3 
42.7 
36.8 
29.6 
23.6 

26.3 
28.8 

32.9 
37.0 
36.0 
35.8 

38.5 
43.8 


1947-48  to 
1949-50  =  100 


179.1 

94.8 

192.4 

101.9 

195.1 

103.3 

218.5 

115.7 

232.8 

123.2 

247.4 

131.0 

254.3 

134.6 

263.4 

139.5 

284.1 

150.4 

301.5 

159.6 

311.2 

164.8 

326.5 

172.9 

342.0 

181.0 

216.8 

176.1 

179.9 
169.4 

159.6 
176.2 
169.5 
162.0 

197.8 

199.1 
196.8 

165.5 
147.5 
159.8 

142.5 
146.4 
126.0 


108.1 
103.9 
88.7 
92.7 
87.9 
78.6 

76.9 
74.8 
70.0 
65.6 
62.4 
64.0 
57.6 


a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 

Col.'l:    P.o.b.  prices  (other  than  clings)  in  Table  1  weighted  by  corresponding 

domestic  commercial  shipments  in  Table  2. 
Col.  2:    Figures  in  column  1  expressed  as  percentages  with  1947-48  to  1949-50 

a  100. 

Col.  3:    Based  on  income  data  in  U.  S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Survey  of  Current 

Business  (second  quarter,  i960  estimated). 
Col.  4:    Figures  in  column  3  expressed  as  percentages  with  1947-48  to  1949-50 

=  100. 

Col.  5:    Column  2  as  per  cent  of  column  4. 
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Ik. 

Note  for  Canned  Cling  Peaches 

TJith  price  as  the  dependent  variable  and  the  three  other  variables  below 
considered  as  the  independent  variables,  multiple-linear  regression  equations 
fitted  by  the  method  of  least  squares  to  the  series  covering  the  years  192ij-25 
through  1959-60  (excluding  19lil-J^  through  19^6-14?)  are: 

(1)  X^'  =  -12.9888  -   0.1532(X2)  +    S-TSTSdoggX^)  +  0.023l(Xi^);    R  =  O.98 

(3.7707)       (16.2956)  i6.nk6) 

(2)  log/i    =  -8.21^21  -    0.3078(108^X2)  +     1.1831(106^X3)  +  1.1288(loggXi^); 

{k.lk98)  (18.9810)  (9.8021) 

R  =  0.98 


is  the  annual  average  f.o.b.  price  (choice,  No.  2|)  of  California 
canned  cling  peaches  (dollars  per  case).  Table  h,  column  1. 
is  the  canners'  commercial  domestic  movement  of  California  canned 
cling  peaches  (in  units  of  1,000,000  cases),  table  h,  colum  2. 

X^  is  the  index  of  United  States  disposable  personal  income  (19147-U8 
to  191^9-50  e  100),  Table  I4,  column  3. 

Xj^  is  the  adjusted  index  of  prices  of  competing  canned  finiits 
(19ij.7-l)8  to  I9I49-50  "  100),  Table  U,  column  U. 

The  figures  in  parentheses  are  t-ratios  of  the  net  regression  coefficients, 

and  fi  is  the  coefficient  of  multiple  correlation. 
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TABLE  7 

Pacific  Coast  Canned  Pears,  Canners'  Pack,  Carry -Over, 
Shipments,  and  Exports  from  192ii-25 


United 

narKexing 

Canners' 

f  r»  h 

States 

F.o.b. 

year. 

yJH  IleUiU 

stocks 

lUV  V  CUIl^i  o 

government 

com- 

June 

of  hA- 

on  hand 

XX  win 

direct  f.o.b. 

United 

mercial 

Xpnrougn 

an  r^Y\^  CP 

ginning 

Total 

at  end 

ctxiticx  o 

purchases 

States 

domestic  1 

May 

J  cox 

supply 

of  year 

ilolXUO 

quartermaster 

exports  t  movanert ; 

T 
J. 

p 

3 

it 

e 

6 

7 

ft  ^ 

0  ! 

thousands 

2h  No.  2t  basis 

192li-25 

2,119 

ma 

2,261 

51 

2,210 

■ 

1,196 

i,oXk  1 

i  1925-26 

3,it29 

51 

3,i»80 

507 

2,973 

1,680 

1,293  1 

j  1926-27 

3,260 

507 

3,767 

liOl 

3,366 

l,ij09 

1,957  1 

1  1927-28 

2,639 

iiOl 

3,0l;0 

167 

2,873 

1,236 

1,637  ' 

;  1928-29 

ii,ll6 

167 

U,283 

292 

3,991 

1,821 

2,170  j 

i  1929-30 

ii,206 

292 

a,ii98 

952 

3,5ii6 

1,163 

2,383 

1930-31 

ii,l53 

952 

5,105 

893 

li,212 

1,595 

2,617 

1931-32 

3,635 

893 

li,528 

'  870 

3,658 

1,668 

1,990 

1932-33 

3,117 

o70 

3,987 

1^29 

3,558 

1,358 

2,200 

1933-3a 

li,377 

i|29 

li,806 

273 

h,S33 

1,766 

2,767  i 

1931^-35 

5,505 

273 

5,778 

1,291 

ii,li87 

1,503 

2,981i  1 

1935-36 

U,230 

1,291 

5,521 

957 

ii,56ii 

l,89ii 

2,670  ! 

1936-37 

5,355 

957 

6,312 

85b 

5,U62 

1,1^65 

3,997  i 

1937-38 

U,32l 

850 

5,171 

i,i5b 

ll,021 

1,3U0 

2,681 

1938-39 

li,090 

i,i5b 

5,2i)0 

i^oo 

U,8iiO 

1,726 

3,lliv 

1939-itO 

lt,057 

ItOO 

280 

1*,177 

l,ii09 

2,768 

19ao-Ul5 

5,000 

280 

5,280 

586 

a,69it 

Shh 

11,150 

vwar  years/ 

19ii7-i*8 

5,622 

200 

5,822 

726 

5,096 

230 

!t,866 

19li8-]i9 

3,831 

726 

1^,557 

761 

3,796 

136 

3,660 

19ii9-5t) 

5,li73 

761 

6,23li 

hlxB 

5,786 

159 

5,627 

1953-51 

6,Oii8 

hhs 

6,1j96 

566 

5,930 

900 

215 

li,8l5 

1951-52 

6,215 

566 

6,781 

1,575 

5,206 

763 

95 

it,3ii8 

1952-53 

6,003 

1,575 

7,sn 

1,361 

6,217 

386 

131 

5,700 

l953-51i 

5,185 

1,361 

6, sue 

7i;7 

5,799 

282 

116 

5,iiOl 

195b-55 

7,i;75 

7U7 

8,222 

1,5U5 

6,677 

IhS 

260 

6,272 

1955-56 

7,8ii9 

l,5ii5 

9,39ii 

1,609 

7,785 

276 

7i;6 

6,763 

1956-57 

8,li37 

1,609 

10,0li6 

2,587 

7,it59 

382 

288 

6,789 

1957-58 

8,157 

2,587 

10,7ii5 

2,itll 

8,33it 

272 

316 

7,7li6 

1958-59^^ 

7,271 

2,Ull 

9,682 

1,932 

7,750 

Itiil 

232 

7,077 

1959-6o£/ 

8,853 

1,932 

10,785 

2,018 

i  8,767 

U89 

265 

8,013 

a/  Estimated. 

b/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 


Sources:    Canners  League  of  California,  Northwest  Canners  and  Freezers  Association, 
and  U.  S.  Departments  of  Agriculture,  Commerce,  and  Defense. 
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TABLE  8 
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F.O.B.  Prices  of  Pacific  Coast  Canned  Pears  and  Related 
Eccmomic  Variables  from  1926-27 


Marketing 

Index  of 

Adjusted 

year. 

F.o.b.  price  of 

r.OaO.  CQuuiierciax 

United  States 

June 

Pacific  Coast 

cioro?STiic  inov©nenx> 

disposable 

index  of  com- 

through 

canned  pears 

01  raClIlC  ooasxi 

personal 

peting  canned 

(choice  NO.  c^) 

canned,  pearB 

income 

fruit  prices  i 

_i  _  &  1 

 I  1 

c 

3          i         U  1 

millions  01  cases. 

1 

dollars  per  case 

Ik.  No.  ii-f  oaSj-s 

19li7-li8  to  19li9-5b  -  100  I 

1925-27 

U.70 

U0.7 

169. 5 

19<^7-2o 

±«Oj  f 

iiO.7 

165.5 

19^^0-29 

1  cV-v 

c.lfU 

13. 3 

158. 0  : 

1929-30 

5.25 

^•3(33 

U2.7 

191.0  i 

19'^0-31 

3.90 

2.617 

36.8 

173.8  1 

I  1951-32 

3.10 

1.990 

29.6 

17U.8  i 

1932-33 

2.75 

2.200 

23.6 

l?ii.0  1 

1933 -3it 

0  OA 
2.90 

0  7^7 

25.3 

?03.3  i 

1  193tt-35 

3-35 

OO  0 

2o.8 

^  i 

c02.S  • 

i  19:55-36 

0  OA 

3*^0 

32.9 

166. 7 

!  1930-37 

0  OA 

■3  007 
J«77/ 

37.0 

"  155.U 

1  1937-38 

3op 

0  API 
c.  .001 

!     19 JO -39 

3.05 

•a  nil 

35.8 

llili.5 

1939-uO 

3.OU 

38.5 

lii8.6 

•  (War  years) 

ft  ir> 
0  •  xu 

101.9 

10l*.3  1 

1  19a9-90 

5. JO 

103.3 

88.8 

1  1950-51 

7. 80 

li.8l5 

115.7 

93.3 

!     19  51- "52 

•1-7?-'- 

7.86 

li.3ii8 

123.2 

89.2 

1952-53 

6,U9 

5.700 

131.0 

82.3 

I953-5I4 

6.91 

5.itOl 

13U.6 

78.8 

195U-55 

6.92 

6.272 

139.5 

77.1 

1955-56 

6.72 

6.763 

150.1* 

71*. 5  1 

1956-57 

6.89 

6.789 

159.6 

68.3 

1957-58 

6.25 

7.71*6 

16U.8 

61*. 9 

1958-59  , 

6.88 

7.077 

i  172.9 

66.5 

1959-605^ 

1 

6.15 

.. 

8.013 

1 

i  181.0 

1 

59.1* 

a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 


Sources : 

Col.  1:  Table  1,  column  3. 

Col.  2:  Table  2,  column  3* 

Col.  3:  Table  10,  column  1*. 

Col.  hi  Table  10,  column  5. 


17. 


TABLE  9 

Actual  and  Estimated  F.O.  B  .  Prices  of  Pacific  Coast  Canned 
Pears,  Choice,  No.  2t,  from  1926-27 


Marketing 
year, 
June 
through 

May 


Pacific  Coast 
canned  pears 
(choice.  No.  2^) 
Actual     ~  Estimated 
f.o.b.  price  ;  f.o.b.  price 


Difference: 
column  1 

minus 
column  2 


Column  3 
as 

per  cent 
of  column  1 

■  H  


1926-  27 

1927-  28 

1928-  29 

1929-  30 

1930-  31 

1931-  32 

1932-  33 

1933-  31; 
193it-35 

1935-  36 

1936-  37 

1937-  38 

1938-  39 

1939-  UO 

(War  years) 


It.  70 
5.00 
h.SO 
5.25 
3.90 
3.10 
2.75 
2.90 
3.35 
3.20 
3.20 
3.35 
3.05 
3.60 


19U8-ii9 

8.10 

19ii9-50 

5.30 

1950-51 

7.80 

1951-52 

7.86 

1952-53 

6.1;9 

l953-5li 

6.91 

195U-55 

6.92 

1955-56 

6.72 

1956-57 

6.89 

1957-58 

6.25 

1958-59  , 

6.88 

19$9-60i/ 

6.15 

dollars  per  case 


per  cent 


5.26 
5.09 
U.91 
5.23 
i^.Ol 

3.35 
2.35 
2.65 
2.95 
3.30 
2.7^^ 
3.83 
3.02 
3.72 


7.37 
5.77 
7.02 
7.61 
6.84 
7.14 
6.67 
6.66 
6.85 
6.27 
7.02 
6.47 


-.56 
..09 
..41 

.02 
..11 
-.25 

.40 

.25 
.40 

-.10 
.U6 

-.48 

.03 
-.12 


.73 
-.47 
.78 
.25 
-.35 
-.23 
.25 
.06 
.04 
-.02 
-.14 
-.32 


-11.9 

-  1.8 

-  9.1 

.4 

-  2.8 

-  8.1 

14.5 
8.6 

11.9 

-  3.1 
14.4 

-l4.3 
1.0 

-  3.3 


9.0 

-  8.9 
10.0 

3.2 

-  5.4 

-  3.3 
3.6 

.9 
.6 

-  .3 

-  2.0 

-  5.2 


a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 
Sources : 

Col.  1:    Table  8,  column  1. 

Col.  2:    Estimated  by  use  of  data  in  Table  8  applied  to  equation  (l) 
on  page  Ip. 


1.8  . 
C..8 


0.£ 


SO. 


0^, 
0.1  .  ■ 


'it'.' 

;  v. 

sc.- 


TABLE  10 

Construction  of  Adjusted  Index  of  Prices  of  Canned  Fruits 
Competing  with  Pacific  Coast  Canned  Pears  from  192l;-25 


IB. 


Marketing 

years, 

Adjusted  index 

j  June 

Weighted  average 

United  States 

of  competing 

j  through 

prices  of  competing 

disposable 

canned 

•  May 

canned  fruits 

personal  income 

fruit  prices 

1 

1 

2 

3 

!  h 

5 

dollars 

index,  19U7-ii8 
to  19ii9-5b  =  100 

billions 

index,  1^17-^8 
ito  19ii9-5C)  =  100 

l9ii7-itB  to 

per  case 

of  dollars 

19U9-50  =  100 

i  lyZU-25 

a. 9322 

-      ■      ■      -  1 

86.73 

70.9 

!  37.5 

231.3 

li.2775 

75.22 

76.2 

i  U).U 

l00>£ 

192^-27 

U.3850 

77.13 

76.8 

I  iiO.7 

xoy .  5 

1927-28 

3.828ii 

67. 3y 

76.9 

1928-29 

3.00OO 

o±.o 

i  ii3.3 

158.0 

1929-30 

a.o35o 

ol.5u 

tin  £. 
00  .6 

!  a2.7 

191.0 

3.6370 

63  •  97 

69.5 

36.8 

17'^  ft 

\  1931-32 

2 . yulo 

"71. 

51.7a 

50 .0 

on  C 

!  29.6 

17L.8 

1  1932-33 

Up.  f  0 

aU.  5 

23.6 

19U.0 

i   1933 -3ii 

3.0405 

53.  uo 

1  n  /i 

h9'0 

1  26.3 

203.3 

I  193li-35 

3.3163 

58.33 

5a. 3 

\  28.8 

202.5 

3.l51i9 

55.ii9 

62.1 

i  32.9 

168  7 

^7J^  J\ 

3.2677 

57.1»8 

69.8 

!  37.0 

1937-38 

3.5303 

62.10 

68.0 

1  36.0 

172.5 

1938-39 

2.9lilli 

5l.7li 

67.6 

;  35.8 

liiU.5 

\  1939-itO 

3.2517 

57.20 

1  30.5 

118.6 

1  lOiiO-ltl 

3.1326 

55.08 

82.0 

a3.8 

1 

125.6 

vwar  yQaTSj 

i 

1  9ii.8 

lya7-ao 

5.8005 

102.00 

179.1 

JJU  f  .0 

6.0li6l 

106.31 

192.  u 

i  101.9 

JJJU.  J 

J-yyy-^*-' 

5.2lli3 

91.69 

195.1 

\  103.3 

88.8 

6.1ii03 

107.97 

218.5 

1  115.7 

93.3 

'  1951-52 

6.2li96 

109.89 

232.8 

i  123.2 

89.2 

.  1952-53 

6.1336 

107.85 

2li7.U 

1  131.0 

82.3 

'  1953-5U 

6.0297 

106.03 

25U.3 

!  13U.6 

78.8 

1951;-55 

6.1195 

107.61 

263.  h 

i  139.5 

77.1 

1955-56 

6.3765 

112.12 

281».l 

i         153. li 

7li.5 

1956-57 

6.2012 

109. Oli 

301.5 

;  159.6 

68.3 

1957-58 

6.0798 

106.91 

311.2 

I61i.8 

6U.9 

1958-59  / 

115.05 

326.5 

172.9 

66.5 

1959-60i/ 

6.1175 

107.57 

342.0 

i  181.0 

59.i^ 

a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 
Sources : 

Col.  1:    F.o.b.  prices  (other  than  pears)  in  Table  1  weighted  by  corresponding 
shipments  in  Table  2. 

Col.  2:    Figures  in  column  1  expressed  as  percentages  with  19U7-U8  to 
19U9-5t)  =100. 

Col.  3:    Based  on  income  data  in  U.  S.  Department  of  Commerce, Survey  of  Current 
Business  (second  qusgrter,  I960,  estimated). 

Col.  \x'    Figures  in  column  3  expressed  as  percentages  with  19ii7-U8  to  19U9-50 
=  100. 

Col.  5!    Column  2  as  per  cent  of  column  U. 
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Note  for  Canned  Pears 

vrith  price  as  the  dependent  variable  and  the  three  other  variables  below 
considered  as  the  independent  variables,  multiple -linear  regression  equations 
fitted  by  the  method  of  least  squares  to  the  series  covering  the  years  1926-27 
through  1959-60  (excluding  19iiO-l4l  through  19U7-U8)  are; 

(1)  x^'  =  -15.6165  -  o.TiyeCXg)  +    5.i662(ioggX2)  +  o.oi65(Xi^);  R  «  0.98 

(7.51^3)         (11.3600)  (2.5110) 

(2)  loggX^  =  -8.0287  -   0.320l(loggX2)  +     1.2365(loggX2)  +  1.0l47(loggXi^); 

(4.7120)  (15.6832)  (6.21I+I) 

R  =  0.99 

is  the  annual  average  f.o.b.  price  (choice,  No,  2^)  of  Pacific- Coast 

canned  pears  (dollars  per  case).  Table  8,  column  1. 
Xg  is  the  canners'  commercial  domestic  movement  of  Pacific  Coast  canned 

pears  (in  units  of  1,000,COO  cases),  Table  6,  -lolumn  2, 
X^  is  the  index  of  United  States  disposable  personal  income  (I9U7-I4B  to 

19U9-S0  -100),  Table  8,  column  3. 

is  the  adjusted  index  of  prices  of  corseting  canned  fruits  (19U7-148  to 

19ij9-50  "  100),  Table  8,  column  li. 
The  figures  in  parentheses  are  t-ratios  of  the  net  regression  coefficients, 
and  R  is  the  coefficient  of  multiple  correlation. 
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TABLE  11 

California  Canned  Apricots,  Canners'  Pack,  Carry -Over,  Shipments,  and  Exports  from  1924-25 


Marketing 
year, 
June 
through 
May 


Pack 


Canners ' 
stocks  on 

hand  at 
beginning 

of  year 


Total 
supply 


Canners ' 
stocks 
on  hand 
at  end 
of  year 


Total 
f .o.b. 

movement 
from 
canners ' 
hands 


United  States 

government 
direct  f.o.b. 
piu-chases, 
quarter - 
masteir 
 1 


Iftiited 
States 
exports 


F.o.b. 

com- 
mercial 
domestic 
movement 
8 


J  [  ^  ^  ^  ,  

thousands  of  cases;  24  No.  2?  basis 


1924-25 

1,968 

298 

2,266 

315 

1,951 

1925-26 

2,094 

315 

2,409 

21 

2,388 

1926-27 

3,227 

21 

3,248 

401 

2,847 

1927-28 

2,960 

401 

3,361 

952 

1928-29 

1,991 

952 

2,943 

154 

2,789 

1929-30 

4,023 
1,954 

-L^ 

4,177 

1,189 

2,988 

1930-31 

1,189 

3,143 

5^ 

2,597 

1931-32 

2,006 

546 

2,552 

515 

2,037 

1932-33 

1,805 

515 

2, 320 

323 

1,997 

1933-34 

2, 4l6 

323 

2,739 

167 

2,572 

1934-35 

1,774 

167 

1,941 

227 

1,714 

1935-36 

3,164 
2,899 

227 

3,391 

844 

2,547 

1936-37 

844 

3,743 

228 

3,515 

1937-38 

5,553 

228 

5,781 

2,305 

3,1^76 

1938-39 

1,547 

2,305 

3,852 

528 

3,324 

1939-40 

3,338 

528 

3,866 

479 

3,387 

1940-41 

1  1,815 

479 

2,294 

269 

2,025 

716 

633 
809 
630 
594 
729 

4l4 
496 
476 
538 
237 
596 
523 
575 
762 

747 
13 


1,235 
1,755 
2,038 

1,779 
2,195 
2,259 
2,183 
l,5iH 
1,521 
2,034 
1,477 
1,951 
2,992 
2,901 
2,562 
2,640 
2,012 


(Continued  on  next  page.) 
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Table  11  continued. 


Total 

United  States 

Marketing 

Canners ' 

Canners ' 

f .o.b. 

govejmment 

F.o.b. 

year, 

stocks  on 

stocks 

movement 

diirect  f.o.h. 

com- 

June 

hand  at 

on  hand 

from 

piirchases. 

Ifoited 

mercial 

i^nrougn 

beginning 

Total 

at  end 

csinners ' 

quarter- 

States 

domestic 

May 

1  Pack 

I      of  year 

1  supply 

hands 

master  , 

exports 

movement 

1 

2 

3 

of  ^ear 

5 

6 

7 

8 

thousands  of  cases;  24  No.  2^  basis 

^War  years ) 

lry*T  (  —HO 

3,063 

279 

3,342 

639 

2,703 

288 

2,415 

i^,65l 

639 

5,290 

1,508 

3.782 

254 

3,528 

1949-50 

2,307 

1,508 

3,815 

532 

3,283 

211 

3,072 

1950-51 

3,661 

532 

4,193 

115 

4,078 

376 

136 

3,566 

1951-52 

^,538 

115 

4,653 

6l4 

4,039 

496 

133 

3,410 

1952-53 

3,905 

6l4 

4,519 

646 

3,873 

613 

112 

3,148 

1953-5*^ 

»^,718 

646 

5,364 

1,021 

4,343 

245 

164 

3,934 

195^^-55 

2,678 

1,021 

3,699 

222 

3,477 

54 

246 

3,177 

1955-56 

5,781 

222 

6,003 

1,176 

4,827 

118 

215 

4,494 

1956-57 

4,118 

1,177 

5,295 

993 

4,302 

148 

302 

3,852 

1957-58 

4,004 

993 

4,998 

604 

4,394 

179 

344 

3,871 

1958-59  / 

1,718 

604 

2,322 

117 

2,205 

27  1 

126 

2,052 

1959-605/ 

4,885 

117 

5,002 

581 

4,421 

163 

185 

4,073 

a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 


Sources:    Canners  League  of  California  and  U.  S.  Departments  of  Agricultvire,  Commerce,  and  Defense. 


TABLE  12  22. 


F.O.B.  Prices  of  Canned  Apricots  and  Related 
Econanic  Variables  from  192i;-2^ 


Index  of 
United  States 
disposable 
personal 
income 


Marketing 
year, 
June 
through 
May 


192U-25 

1925-  26 

1926-  27 

1927-  28 

1928-  29 

1929-  30 

1930-  31 

1931-  32 

1932-  33 

1933-  31; 
193ii-35 

1935-  36 

1936-  37 

1937-  38 

1938-  39 

1939-  iiO 
19l40-iil 

(War  years)! 

19U7-W 
19ii8-li9 
19U9-50 

1950-  51 

1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  5U 
i951i-55 

1955-  56 

1956-  57 

1957-  58 

1958-  59 

1959-  60^ 


I 


F.o.b.  prices 
of  canned 
California 
apricots 

(choice,  No.  23) 


F.o.b.  commercial 
domestic  movement 
of  California 
canned  apricots 


Adjusted 
Index  of  com- 
peting canned 
fruit  prices 


dollars  per  case 


ii.60 
k.hO 
a.55 
li.65 
li.35 
U.65 
U.oo 

3.25 
2.75 
3.00 

a.i5 
3.25 
3.10 
3.30 
2.75 
3.U0 

3. 80 


6.00 
5.25 
5.00 
5.75 
5.9U 
5.68 

5.25 
5.66 
5.10 
5.6O 
5.1^8 
6.75 
5.38 


millions  of  cases; 
2h  No.  2|  basis 


19h7-hQ  to  19U9-50  -  100 


1.235 
1.755 
2.038 
1.779 
2.195 
2.259 
2.183 
,l.5ai 
1.521 
2.03I4 
l.li77 
1.951 
2.992 
2.901 
2.562 
2.6IiO 
2.012 


2.1;15 
3.528 
3.072 

3.566 
3.U10 
3.1U8 
3.93U 
3.177 
k.h9k 
3.852 
3.871 
2.052 


37.5 
hO.h 
ho. 7 
ho. 7 
ii3.3 
h2,7 
36.8 
29.6 
23.6 
26.3 
28.8 
32.9 
37.0 
36.0 
35.8 
38.5 
U3.8 


9l;.8 
101.9 
103.3 
115.7 
123.2 
131.0 
13li.6 
139.5 
150. U 
159.6 
16U.8 

172.9 
181.0 


230.9 
186.6 
185.2 
162.1 
15U.5 
189.3 
169.0 
169.5 
189.3 
196.8 

193.  U 

16ii.O 
151.6 
168.  U 
11^2.3 
1U5.6 
121.7 


107.5 
106.  U 
86.9 
9ii.2 
90.0 
81.2 
79.0 
76.9 
7U.5 
68.1 
63.9 
65.2 
58.4 


a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 
Sources: 

Col.  1:    Table  1,  column  2. 

Col.  2:    Table  2,  column  2. 

Col.  3:    Table  Hi,  column  h' 

Col.  U:    Table  llj,  column  5- 


23. 

TABLE  13 

Actual  and  Estimated  F.O.B.  Prices  of  California  Canned 
Apricots,  Choice,  No.  2|,  from  1921-25. 


 J  

Marketing  | 

year, 

June 

through 

May 

California 
canned  apricots 
(choice,  No.  2^) 

Difference: 
column  1 
minus 
column  2 

Column  3 
as 

Dpr  cent 
of  column  1 

Actual  \ 
f .o.b.  price 

Estimated 
f.o.b.  price 

1  1 

2 

3 

Ix 

dollars  per  case 

192ii-25 

1 

U.60  1 

5.^ 

-.80 

-17.4 

1925-26 

1,  l.n 

)i  CO 

_  TO 

-  2.7 

1926-27 

.21 

k.6 

1927-28 

ii.65 

U.ll 

11,6 

1928-29 

[1.35 

3.96 

.39 

9.0 

1929-30 

Ii.65 

kM 

.19 

U.l 

1930-31 

3.69 

.31 

7.8 

1931-32 

3.25 

3.40 

-.15 

—   M-  .0 

1932-33 

2.75 

3.06 

-.31 

-11.3 

1933-3ii 

3  18 

-.18 

-  6.0 

193li-35 

it. 15 

3.68 

11.3 

1935-36 

3.25 

3.U0 

-.15 

-  4.6 

1936-37 

^  •  J.  V 

3.16 

.06 

-  1.9 

1937-38 

3  30 

J.J? 

--OS 

-  1.5 

1938-39 

2.75 

3.0? 

-.32 

-11.6 

1939-ljO 

3.ii0 

3.29 

-.11  ■ 

3.2 

19iiO-Ul 

3.80 

3.i^7 

.33 

8.7 

^War  years; 

19U7-U8 

6.00 

'  5.69 

.31 

5.2 

19ii8-li9 

5.25 

5.h2 

-.17 

-  3.2 

19ii9-50 

5.00 

i  i^.95 

.05 

1.0 

1950-51 

5.75 

;  5.51 

.21^ 

4.2 

1951-52 

5.9U 

!  5.69 

.25 

1952-53 

5.68 

i  5.69 

-.01 

-  0.2 

1953-5h 

5.25 

i  5.38 

-.13 

-  2.5 

1951-55 

5.66 

5.75 

-.09 

-  1.6 

1955-56 

5.10 

5.^ 

-.36 

-  7.1 

1956-57 

5.60 

5.62 

-.02 

-  0.4 

1957  -58 

5.1i8 

5.51 

-.03 

-  0.5 

1958-59  , 

6.75 

1  6.88 

-.13 

-  1.9 

1959-60^ 

L,    .  . 

5.38 

1 

1  5.52 

-.14 

-  2.6 

a/  Preliminary 5  subject  to  revision. 


Sources: 

Col.  2:    Table  1,  column  1. 

Col.  2:    Estimated  by  use  of  data  in  Table  12  applied  to  equation  (2) 
on  page  25. 


TABLE  III 


2k, 


Construction  of  Adjusted  Index  of  Prices  of  Canned  Fruits 
Competing  with  Canned  Apricots  from  1921^-25 


Marketing 
year, 
June 
through 




Weighted  average 
prices  of  competing 
canned  fruits 
T 


United  States 

disposable 
personal  income 


Adjusted  index  j 
of  competing  i 

canned 
fruit  prices 

— — 


dollars 
per  case 


192it-25 
1920-26 

1926-  27 

1927-  28 

1928-  29 

1929-  30 

1930-  31 

1931-  32 

1932-  33 

1933-  3ii 
193it-35 

1935-  36 

1936-  37 

1937-  38 

1938-  39 

1939-  iiO 
19liO-Ul 

(War  years) 
19li7-ii8 
19U8-ii9 
19i49-5t) 

1950-  51 

1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  5U 
195U-55 

1955-  56 

1956-  57 

1957-  58 

1958-  59  , 

1959-  603/ 


index,  19U7-IiO 
to  1949-50-100 


billions 
of  dollars 


i  index,  19U7-ii8 
!to  19ii9-50  »  100 


m7-ii8  to 
19li9-50  =  100 


5.0563 

h.koiz 
3.8516 
3.905li 
ii.7198 
3.6320 
2.930it 
2.6083 
3.0231 
3.252U 
3.1516 
3.2766 
3.5391 
2.97ii5 
3.2735 
3.1128 

5.9505 
6.3312 
5.2U17 
6.36^ 
6.U7U7 
6.215U 
6.21ii8 
6.2636 
6.5U80 
6.3I486 
6.1518 
6.5838 
6.1778 


86.59 

70.9 

37.5 

75.140 

76.2 

hO.li 

75.37 

76.8 

U0.7 

65.96 

76.9 

II0.7 

66.88 

81.8 

1;3.3 

80.83 

80.6 

ix2.7 

62.20 

69.5 

36.8 

50.18 

56.0 

29.6 

lili.67 

U;.5 

23.6 

51.77 

li9.6 

26.3 

55.70 

5U.3 

28.8 

53.97 

62.1 

32.9 

56.11 

69.8 

37.0 

60.61 

68.0 

36.0 

50.9li 

67.6 

35.8 

56.06 

72.8 

38.5 

53.31 

82.8 

U3.8 

101.87 

179.1 

9I1.8 

108.39 

192.  ij 

101.9 

89.7ii 

195.1 

103.3 

108.98 

218. 5 

115.7 

110.85 

232.8 

123.2 

106. Ul 

2U7.ii 

131.0 

106.  UO 

25U.3 

13ii.6 

107-23 

263.  li 

139.5 

112.10 

28ii.l 

193. li 

108.69 

301.5 

159.6 

105.32 

311.2 

I6li.8 

112.72 

326.5 

172.9 

105.76 

342.0 

181.0 

230.9 

186.6 
185.2 
162.1 
15I1.5 
189. 3 
169.0 

169.5 
189.3 
196.8 

193. li 
I61t.0 
151.6 
168  .U 
112.3 
ll;5.6 
121.7 

107.5 
106  .U 
86.9 
9U.2 
90.0 
81.2 
79.0 
76.9 
7li.5 
68.1 
63.9 
65.2 
58.4 


a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 


Sources 

Col. 

1: 

Col. 

2: 

Col. 

3: 

Col. 

\x' 

Col. 

5: 

F.o.b.  prices  (other  than  apricots)  in  Table  1  weighted  by  corresponding 
shipments  in  Table  2. 


100. 


Business  (second  quarter,  I960,  estimated). 


=  100. 


Col.  5:    Column  2  as  per  cent  of  column  U. 


25. 


Note  for  Canned  Apricots 

With  price  as  the  dependent  variable  and  the  three  other  variables  below 
considered  as  the  independent  variables,  multiple-linear  regression  equations 
fitted  by  the  method  of  least  squares  to  the  series  covering  the  years  192k-2$ 
through  1959-60  (excluding  19lil~h2  through  19U6-lj7)  are; 

(1)  X^*  =  -7.5668  -   0.5717(X2)  +     2.8728(108^X2)  +   0.013l(Xi^);    R  =  O.96 

(5.1211)         (12.4616)  (3.9570) 

(2)  log^X^*  «  -4.9332  -   0.2659(108^X2)  +     0.8134(108^X3)  +  0.6849(loggXi^); 

(4.2041)  (12.4044)  (6.0004) 

R  =  0.96 

is  the  annual  average  f.o.b,  price  (choice,  No.  2|)  of  California 

canned  apricots  (dollars  per  case),  Table  12,  column  1. 
Xg  is  the  canners'  commercial  domestic  movement  of  California  canned 

apricots  (in  units  of  1,000,000  cases),  Table  12,  colunn  2. 
X^  is  the  index  of  United  States  disposable  personal  incraae  (1947-48 

to  1949-50  o  100),  Table  12,  column  3. 
1^  is  the  adjusted  index  of  prices  of  competing  canned  fruits  (1947-48 

to  1949-50  "  100),  Table  12,  column  4. 
The  figures  in  parentheses  are  t-ratios  of  the  net  regression  coeffi- 
cients, and  R  is  the  coefficient  of  multiple  correlation. 


TABLE  15 

Canned  Freestone  Peaches,  Canners'  Pack,  Carry-Over,  Shipments,  and  Exports  from  193^-35 


Marketing 
year,  June 
through  May 

Pack 

Canners ' 
stocks  on 

hand  at 
beginning 

of  year 

Total  supply  . 

Canners ' 

stocks 
on  hand  at 
end  of  year 

Total  f.o.b. 
movement 
from 
,  canners '  hands 

1 

2 

3 

k 

5 

thousands  of  cases;  24  No.  2^  basis 

California  canned  freestone  peaches 


191^8-1+9 
191^9-50 

1950-  51 

1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  5'^ 
195^-55 

1955-  56 

1956-  57 

1957-  58 

1958-  59  , 

1959-  605:' 


1,1^97 
1,708 

1,^99 
1,677 
2,793 
2,670 
2,580 
3,113 
3,007 
Kh93 
l^,065 
1^,1^89 
5,117 


kl 
2U8 
265 
271 

52 
31^ 
U65 
397 
3U0 
322 
1,076 
960 
869 


1,538 
1,952 
1,764 

1,9^ 
2,845 
3,044 
3,045 
3,510 
3,3^*7 
4,815 
5,l4l 
5,449 
5,986 


248 
265 

271 
52 
374 
465 
397 
340 
332 

1,076 
960 
869 

1,617 


1,291 
1,690 

1,896 
2,471 
2,579 
2,648 
3,170 
3,025 
3,739 
4,181 
4, 580 
^,369 


(Note:    See  following  page  for  Pacific  Coast  canned  freestone  peaches.) 


(Continued  on  next  page.) 
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Table  15  continued. 


Marketing 
year. 

Canners ' 
stocks  on 

Canners ' 
stocks 

Total 
f  .o.b. 

movement 

Iftiited  States 
government  direct 
f.o.b.  purchases 

F.o.b. 
com- 

Jvine 
throu^ 
May 

Pack 

hand  at 
beginning 
of  year 

Total 
I  supply 

on  hand 
at  end 
of  year 

from 
canners ' 
hands 

School 
Ivmch 

Quarter- 
master 

i  Total 

mercial 
domestic  . 
movement^ 

1 

2 

'  3 

5 

pro-am 

7 

^  8 

9 

thouseuids  of  cases;  24  No.  2^  basis 

Pacific  Coast  ceuined  freestone  peaches^/ 

1931^-35 

1935-  36 

1936-  37 

1937-  38 

1938-  39 

1939-  110 
19U0-IH 

3l^^^ 

373 
588 

1,198 
550 
1,210 
1,51*1 

2 
21 
112 
69 
1*35 
269 
273 

31*6 

391* 
700 

1,267 
985 
1,1*79 
l,8l4 

21 
112 

69 
1*35 
269 
273 
171* 

325 
282 

631 
832 
716 
1,206 
1,61*0 

325 
282 

631 
832 
716 
1,206 
1,61+0 

("War  years) 

1911.7-1^8 

19U9-50 

1950-  51 

1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  51^ 
195*^-55 

1955-  56 

1956-  57 

1957-  58 

1958-  59  ; 

1959-  60S/ 

2,525 
2,310 
2,236 

l,7»v3 
3,106 
3,1*32 
3,150 
3,698 
3,989 
5,668 

l*,37l* 
5,619 
6,319 
4  

71 

hkl 

1^29 
1*57 
65 
k6k 
721 
601 
1^58 
588 
1,568 

1,171 
1,230 

2,596 
2,751 
2,665 
2,200 

3,171 
3,896 

3,871 
1*,299 

k,kkl 
6,256 
5,91*2 
6,790 
7,51*9 

hkl 
h29 
1+57 
65 
1*61+ 
721 
601 
1+58 
588 
1,568 
1,171 
1,230 
1,902 

2,155 
2, 322 
2,208 
2,135 
2,707 
3,175 
3,270 
3,81*1 

3,859 
l+,688 

l*,771 
5,560 

5,61*7 

30 

37 

18 
21 
18 

200 
100 
77 

378 
181* 

30 

200 
100 
111* 

18 
399 
202 

2,155 
2,322 
2,178 
2,135 
2,507 
3,075 
3,156 
3,81+1 

3,859 
l*,688 

l*,753 
5,161 

5,1*1*5  r 

• 

(Continued  on  next  page.) 
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Table  15  continued. 


a/  Preliminaryj  subject  to  revision. 

b/  No  exports  of  canned  freestone  peaches  are  reflected;  exports  of  all  canned  peaches  are  considered  as  clings 
since  no  breakdown  between  exports  of  clings  and  frees  is  available. 

c/  For  the  prewar  years,  the  only  Northwest  data  available  are  packs  (in  actual  cases),  and  they  axe  combined 
with  California  data  (2U  No.  2^  basis)  to  derive  estimated  Pacific  Coast  data.    For  the  postwar  years, 
however,  Pacific  Coast  reflects  combined  data  {2k  No.  2^  basis)  on  packs  and  canners'  stocks  for  California 
and  the  Northwest. 

Sources:    Canners  League  of  California,  Northwest  Canners  and  Freezers  Association,  and  U.  S.  Departments  of 
Agricultxure  and  Defense. 


29. 


TABLE  16 

F.O.B.  Prices  of  Pacific  Coast  Freestone  Peaches  and  Related 
Economic  Variables  from  193ii-35 


Marketing 
year, 
June 
through 
May 


F.o.b.  prices  of  i 
Pacific  Coast  \ 
canned  freestone  t 
peaches  (fai^cy. 
No.  2|) 


F.o.b.  commerciaF 
domestic  movement 
of  Pacific  Coast 
canned  freestone 
 peaches  


Index  of 
United  States 
disposable 
personal 
income 


Adjusted  index 
of  competing 
canned  fruit 
prices 


193U-35 

1935-  36 

1936-  37 

1937-  38 

1938-  39 

1939-  liO 
19i;0-l;l 

(Vfer  years) 

19li7-U8 
19kQ'h9 
19li9-90 

1950-  51 

1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  51 
195U-55 

1955-  56 

1956-  57 

1957-  58 

1958-  59,, 

1959-  60H/ 


dollars  per  case 


millions  of  case^ 
2U  No.  2i  basis 


19U7-U8  to  19U9-50  »  100 


U.oo 

3.80 
3.80 
3.80 
3.70 
3.60 
3.60 


6.50 
7.00 
5.90 
7.50 
7.50 
7.00 
6.70 

6.U5 
6.78 
6.29 
6.10 
6.16 
5.79 


.325 
.282 

.631 
.832 
.716 
1.206 
1.61iO 


2.156 
2.322 
2.178 
2.135 
2.507 
3.075 
3.156 
3.8U1 
3.859 
ii.688 
I+.753 
5.161 

5.I4I15 


28.8 
32.9 
37.0 
36.0 
35.8 
38.5 
it3.8 


9U.8 
101.9 
103.3 
115.7 
123.2 
131.0 
13U.6 
139.5 

150. U 

159.6 
I6li.8 
172.9 
181.0 


198.9 
165.8 
151.9 
168.3 
lii2.0 
lii7.2 
123.9 


108.3 
105.3 
87.1 
93.6 
89.2 
80.8 
78.3 
76.9 
73.5 
68.2 
61i.l 
66. li 
58.8 


a/  The  freestone  peach  prices  for  195U-55  through  1959-60  are  for  Pacific  Coastj 
~   the  freestone  peach  prices  for  earlier  years  are  for  California. 

h/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 

Sources: 

Col.  1:    Table  1,  column  1|. 

Col.  2:    Table  15»  column  9- 

Col.  3:    Table  18,  column  li. 

Col.  U*.    Table  18,  column  5. 
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TABLE  17 

Actual  and  Estimated  F.O.B.  Prices  of  Pacific  Coast  Canned 
Freestone  Peaches,  Fancy,  No.  2|,  from  193^4-35 


riarKexiing 
vear , 
June 
through 
nay 

Pacific  Coast 
canned  freestone  peaches 
(fancy.  No.  2^) 

Difference: 
column  1 

minus 
column  2 

Column  3 
as 

per  cent 

i.o.D.  price 

Estimated 
f.o.b.  price 

i 

1 

2 

_..  .,.„_ 

u 

c 

ollars  per  case 

!  iQ-jti.-icr 

a.oo 

3.95 

.05 

X.  £ 

3.OO 

3.96 

-.16 

-  L  9 

3.oO 

_  L  9 

3»oO 

U.oo 

-.20 

- 

3.70 

3.U9 

.21 

<  7 

3.60 

3.55 

.05 

3.33 

.27 

(War  years) 

19ii7-li8 

6.50 

6.58 

-.08 

-  1  9 

—  «L. 

i  19li8-li9 

7.00 

6.7U 

.26 

3.7 

191^9-53 

5.90 

6.5U 

-.6U 

-10.8 

,'  1950-51 

7.50 

7.32 

.18 

2.U 

i  1951-52 

7.50 

7.22 

.28 

3.7 

1952-53 

7.00 

6.85 

.15 

2.1 

1953-5ii 

6.70 

6.86 

-.16 

-  2.U 

6.U5 

6.U2 

.03 

0.5 

1955-56 

6.78 

6.72 

.06 

0.9 

1956-57 

6.29 

6.18 

.11 

1.7 

1957-58 

6.10 

6.20 

-.10 

-  1.6 

1958-59  , 

6.16 

6.II1 

.02 

0.3 

1959-60J/ 

5.79 

5.96 

-.17 

-  2.9 

a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 


Sources: 

Col.  1:    Table  16,  column  1. 

Col.  2:    Estimated  by  use  of  data  in  Table  16  applied  to  equation  (l) 
on  page  32. 
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TABLE  18 


31. 


Construction  of  Adjusted  Index  of  Prices  of  Canned  Fruits 
Competing  with  Canned  Freestone  Peaches  from  193h-35 


naTKebing 

year, 
June 
through 

Weighted  average 
prices  of  canpeting 
canned  fruits 

United  States 

disposable 
personal  income 

Adjusted 
index  of 
competing 
canned 
fruit  prices 

1 

2 

3 

u 

5 

dollars 
per  case 

index, 
19U7-ii8  to 
19ii9-50  -  100 

billions 
of  dollars 

index, 
19i;7-U8  to 
191^9-50  «  100 

19U7-li8  to 
19U9-93  «  100 

193a-35 
;  1935-36 

1936-  37 

1937-  38 

1938-  39 

1939-  1;0 
19ltO-l4l 

3.3100 
3.1523 
3.2U85 
3.5<017 
2.9387 
3.2752 
3.1367 

57.27 
5U.5U 
56.20 
60.59 
50. 8U 
56.67 
5U.27 

5U.3 
62.1 
69.8 
68.0 
67.6 
72.8 
82.8 

28.8 
32.9 
37.0 
36.0 
35.8 
38.5 
U3.8 

165.8 
151.9 
168.3 
lii2.0  i 
1U7.2  1 
123.9  1 

(War  years) 

19U7-li8 
19W-ii9 
'  19ii9-50 

1950-  51 

1951-  52 
i  1952-53 

1953-5U 
195U-55 

1955-  56 

1956-  57 

1957-  58 

1958-  59  , 

1959-  60^ 

5.9358 
6.2013 
5.2022 
6.2585 
6.3550 
6.1186 
6.0911 
6.20ii2 
6.3926 
6.2926 
6.10Ui 
6.6l|.Ol4 
6.1563 

102.70 
107.29 
90.01 
108.28 

109.95 
105.86 
105.39 
107. 3ii 
110.60 
108.87 
105.62 
111;.  89 
106.51 

179.1 

192. U 

195.1 
218.5 
232.8 
2U7.U 
25U.3 
263. U 
28U.1 
301.5 
311.2 
326.5 
3I42.O 

9U.8 
101.9 
103.3 
115.7 
123.2 
131.0 
13U.6 
139.5 

150. U 

159.6 
I6U.8 
172.9 
181.0 

108.3 
105.3 

87.1  1 

93.6 

89.2 
'80.8 

78.3 

76.9 

73.5 

68.2 

6U.1 
66.U 
58.8 

y  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 


Sources : 

Col.  1:    F.o.b.  prices  (other  than  freestone  peaches)  in  Table  1  weighted  by 
corresponding  shipments  in  Table  2, 

Col.  2:    Figures  in  colvunn  1  expressed  as  percentages  \d.th  19U7-U8  to 
19U9-50  -  100. 

Col.  3:    Based  on  income  data  in  U.  S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Survey  of 
Currait  Business  (second  quarter,  I960,  estimated). 

Col.  U?    Figures  in  column  3  expressed  as  percentages  with  19U7-U8  to 
19U9-5CI  •  100. 

Col.        Column  2  as  per  cent  of  column  U. 
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Note  for  Canned  Freestone  Peaches 

With  price  as  the  dependent  variable  and  the  three  other  variables  below 
considered  as  the  independent  variables,  multiple-linear  regression  equations 
fitted  by  the  method  of  least  squares  to  the  series  covering  the  years  193U-35 
through  19$9-60  (excluding  19lil-U2  through  19ii6-U7)  are: 

(1)  X^*  «  -17.7583  -     O.eSSoCXg)  +     5.2U37(loggX2)  f  0.0220(Xi^);    R  -  0.99 

(10.2683)         (14.8770)  (4.0150) 

(2)  loggX^'  =  -8.5058  -  0.0744(108^X2)  +     1.0994(108^X2)  +  l.l636(loggXi^)i 

(1.4412)  (12.1609)  (6.3946) 

R  «  0.98 


is  the  annual  average  f.o.b.  price  (fancy,  No.  2^)  of  Pacific  Coast 
canned  freestone  peaches  (dollars  per  case),  Table  16,  column  1. 

Xg  is  the  canners'  cwnmercial  domestic  movement  of  Pacific  Coast  canned 
freestone  peaches  (in  units  of  1,000,000  cases),  Table  16,  column  2, 
is  the  index  of  United  States  disposable  personal  income  (19U7-U8  to 
1949-50  ■  100),  Table  I6,  column  3. 

Xj^  is  the  ad;)usted  index  of  prices  of  competing  canned  fruits  (1947-48 
to  1949-$0  "  100),  Table  16,  column  4. 

The  figtires  in  parentheses  are  t-ratios  of  the  net  regression  coefficients, 

and  R  is  the  coefficient  of  multiple  correlation. 
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TABLE  19 

California  Canned  Fruit  Cocktail,  Canners'  Pack,  Carry -Over,  Shipments,  and  Exports 


Marketing 
year, 
June 
throTJgh 
May 


1936-  37 

1937-  38 

1938-  39 

1939-  ltO 
19UO-UI 

(War  years) 
I9U7-U8 

19lt9_50 

1950-  51 

1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  51* 
195*^-55 

1955-  56 

1956-  57 

1957-  58 

1958-  59„/ 

1959-  602/ 


Direct 
peu:k 


Remanu- 
facttired 
pack 


Canners ' 
carry-over 
on  hand  at 

beginning 
of  year 


-1 


Total 

supgly 


Canners ' 
carry-over 
on  hand  at 
end  of  year 


Total 
f  .o.b. 
movement 

from 
canners • 

hands 


2,119 
3,078 
1,968 
3,580 
U,262 


9,32U 
9,75»* 
6,135 
6,810 

8,999 
7,1*89 
8,056 
9,074 
9>809 
11,033 
10,638 

10,73»* 
12,071* 


90.000 
228.000 
75.000 
73.000 
98.000 


125.000 
85.000 
1*U5.000 
302.000 

0.277 
172.000 


385 
336 
1,295 
288 

1^7 


62 

299 
3,016 
2,10U 

h90 
2,335 
1,0U7 
1,287 
1,226 
1,5»*8 

2,151 
2,222 

2,307 


thousands  of  cases;  24  No.  2#  basis 


United 

States 
government 

dii^t 

f  .o.b. 
purchases,  Ifaited 
quarter-  States 

master  ,     exports  1 


8 


F.o.b. 

COfti- 

mercial 
domestic 
movement 


2,595 
3,642 

3,337 
3,942 
5,108 


9,511 
10,139 
9,596 
9,217 
9,488 
9,824 
9,274 
10,361 
11,035 
12,581 
12,789 
12,956 
14, 381 


336 
1,295 
288 

747 
587 


299 
3,016 
2,014 

490 

2,335 
1,047 
1,287 
1,226 
1,548 

2,151 
2,222 

2,307 
2,192 


2,259 
2,347 
3,049 

3,195 
4,521 


9,212 
7,122 
7,492 
8,727 
7,153 
8,777 
7,987 
9,135 
9,487 
10,430 

10,567 
10,649 
12,189 


115 
747 
949 
423 
297 
113 
246 
192 
269 

379 
244 


81 
76 
98 
104 

7 


376 
331 
400 
616 
601 
902 
745 
985 
1,096 
1,394 
1,615 
1,404 
1,600 


2,178 
2,271 
2,951 
3,091 
4,514 


8,836 
6,791 
6,977 
7,364 
5,604 
7,452 
6,945 
8,037 
8,145 
8,844 
8,663 
6,866 


a/  Preliminary;  subject  to  revision. 

Sources:    Canners  League  of  California,  Cling  Peach  Mvlsory  Board,  and  U.  S.  Departments  of  Commerce  and  Defense. 
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TABLE  20 


United  States  Canned  Applesauce— Canners'  Pack,  Stocks, 

and  Shipments 


1 

United 

i 

United  1 

States 

United 

States  i 

United 

canners' 

States  , 

total 

United 

States 

Marketing 

stocks 

canners'  ^ 

f  .o.b. 

States 

f  .o.b. 

year, 

on  hand 

United 

stocks  ' 

movement 

government 

com- 

June 

United 

at  be- 

States 

on  hand 

from 

direct 

mercial 

through 

States 

ginning 

total 

at  end 

canners' 

f .o.b. 

domestic 

May 

pack 

of  year 

supply 

of  year  ' 

hands 

movement 

3 

it       !  5 

7 

thousands  of  cases;  2h  No.  2t  basis 

19ii7-U8 

 a/ 

19U8-li9 

C,?OJ. 

p,uoo 

j  19U9-50 

5,915 

ua5 

6,360 

l,u35 

U,935 

2a6 

U,6o9 

\  1950-51 

8,255 

1,U35 

9,690 

2,919 

6,771 

388 

6,383 

1951-52 

5,it96 

2,919 

8,lil5 

1,9U9 

6,ij66 

iil8 

6,OU8 

1952-53 

5,532 

1,9U9 

7,U81 

683 

6,798 

259 

6,539 

1953-51 

6,983 

683 

7,666 

1,033 

6,633 

175 

6,h58 

9,378 

1,033 

10,1*11 

2,798 

7,613 

69 

7,51iU 

1955-56 

8,28U 

2,798 

11,082 

2,ii03 

8,679 

183 

8,196 

1956-57 

9,l45U 

2,li03 

11,857 

3,293 

8,56U 

lliO 

8,li2ii 

:  1957-58 

8,855 

3,293 

12,lli8 

2,900 

9,2U8 

21^0 

9,008 

1958-59 

10,395 

2,900 

13,295 

3,073 

10,222 

55) 

9,672 

1959-6c£/ 

1 

10,980 

'  3,073 

11^,053 

1 

276 

a/  Dashes  indicate  no  information  available, 
b/  Preliminaiy. 


Sovirces: 

Col.  1:    National  Canners  Association,  Canned  Food  Pack  Statistics  (Washington, 
D.  C:    annual  issues). 

Col.  2:    Derived  from  actual  case  data,  19^-^9,  19i^9-50  from  National  Canners 

Association,  thereafter  from  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  The  Fruit 
Sltxxatlon  (quarterly  issues). 

Col.  6:    U.  S.  Department  of  Agricxature  and  U.  S.  Department  of  Defense  and 
trade  soitrces. 
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Appendix  Note 

The  preceding  results  regarding  f ,o,b.  price  relations  reflect  analyses  made 
along  the  same  general  lines  as  have  been  used  previously  in  this  series  of 
Pacific  Coast  canned  fruit  industry  reports.    The  methodology  used  in  the  analy- 
ses is  under  continuous  review  vrith  the  objective  of  developing  improved  pro- 
cedures.   In  this  Appendix  Note  are  presented  seme  illustrative  results  of 
studies  of  demand  for  California  cling  peaches  utilir.ing  a  somei^rhat  different 
approach  than  that  used  in  the  analysis  of  f ,o,b,  price  relations. 

In  the  analysis  of  f,o,b,  price  relations,  the  effect  on  demand  for  cling 
peaches  of  available  supplies  and/or  prices  of  canned  fruit  that  might  be  re- 
lated in  demand  to  canned  cling  peaches  is  measured  aggregatively  by  the  use  in 
the  analysis  of  an  index  of  prices  of  several  canned  fruit.    The  statistical 
method  of  estjbnation  used  is  consistent  with  the  assumption  that  while  price 
and  quantity  decisions  in  other  canned  fruit  may  affect  the  demand  for  canned 
cling  peaches,  there  is  no  reverse  effect  fran  price  and  quantilgr  decisions  in 
cling  peaches  to  other  canned  fruit.    And  analogous  assumptions  are  maintained 
siraviltaneously  in  the  analysis  of  f ,o,b,  price  relations  for  other  canned  fruit. 
For  example,  in  the  f,o,b.  price  analysis  for  canned  Bartlett  pears,  it  is 
assumed  that  price  and  qtiantity  decisions  in  other  canned  frviit,  including  cling 
peaches,  affect  the  demand  for  canned  pears,  but  the  reverse  effect  is  not  re- 
flected in  the  pear  analyses.    It  would  appear  more  realistic  to  conceive  of 
price  and  quantity  decisions  for  all  canned  fruit  related  in  demand  as  being  mu- 
tually determined  in  a  joint  system  of  relations.    And,  to  avoid  significant  loss 
of  information,  it  is  probably  preferable  to  study  the  demand  interrelations 
among  canned  fruit  individually;  that  is,  by  specifying  the  demand  and  supply 
structure  for  each  fruit  in  the  ^stem. 

It  must  be  stated  that  if  the  main  emphasis  is  on  prediction  (under  un- 
changed structure)  it  will  probably  be  extremely  difficult  to  improve  upon  the 
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procedures  that  have  been  used  in  the  analysis  of  f .o.b,  price  relations.    It  is 
also  arguable  whether  the  available  data  are  sufficiently  ample  and  reliable  to 
support  more  elaborate  analysis.    On  the  other  hand,  the  procedures  employed  in 
the  f.o.b.  price  analyses  are  not  likely  to  provide  fully  dependable  estimates 
of  structural  parameters  the  knowledge  of  which  would  be  extremely  useful  for 
rational  policy  decisions.    It  is  these  considerations  which  led  us  to  \indertake 
and  to  continue  these  additional  studies  in  spite  of  the  somewhat  negative  re- 
s\alts  that  have  thus  far  been  obtained. 

In  the  model  currently  being  considered,  demand  interrelations  among  four 
fruit  are  specified:    cling  peaches,  Bartlett  pears,  freestone  peaches,  and  apri- 
cots.   Two  structiural  equations  are  set  out  in  the  model  for  cling  peaches: 
(a)  an  equation  descriptive  of  the  canning  demand  facing  growers  and  (b)  a  can- 
ning allocation  equation  (serving  as  a  supply  function)  which  specifies  the 
quantity  canned  as  dependent  on  price  and  other  variables.    Because  fresh  uses 
are  a  significant  disposition  category  for  the  other  three  fruit,  their  demand 
and  supply  structures  are  specified  somei'/hat  differently.    Each  of  these  fruit 
carries  (a)  an  equation  descriptive  of  canning  demand  facing  grmers;  (b)  an 
equation  descriptive  of  fresh  demand  facing  growers;  (c)  a  behavioral  (as  dis» 
tinct  from  optimizing)  allocation  equation  which  specifies  the  factors  deter- 
mining the  allocation  of  total  production  to  canning  and  fresh  uses;  and  (d)  a 
quantity  constraint  which  specifies  that  the  quantity  canned,  the  quantity  sold 
for  fresh  use,  a  fixed  residual  quantity  (average  quantity  diverted  to  other 
uses),  a  trend  component,  and  a  random  residual  make  up  the  total  quantity  of  the 
crop  produced,    Finally,  to  provide  a  link  to  the  demand  structure  at  the  f  ,o,b, 
level  for  canned  fruit,  the  model  includes  four  f, o.b, -grower  price  equations, 
one  for  each  canned  fruit. 

The  variables  used  and  the  equations  of  the  model  are  set  out  below.  The 
first  18  variables  are  considered  endogenous  to  the  system:  the  remaining  vari- 
ables are  treated  as  predetermined.    The  variables  u.  are  unobsearved  random 
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disturbances.   The  time  series  for  the  years  1936-19UO  and  19U7-1958  used  in 
estimating  the  parameters  of  the  cling  peach  structural  equations  are  shown  in 
Table  Al. 


Variables 

1. 

Grower  price  of  California  cling  peaches  for  canning. 

2. 

w 

H 

F.o.b.  price  of  California  canned  cling  peaches. 

3. 

Grower  price  of  California  Bartlett  pears  for  canning. 

h. 

4 

Grower  price  of  California  Bartlett  pears  for  fresh  use. 

5. 

F.o.b.  price  of  canned  Bartlett  pears. 

6. 

Grower  price  of  California  freestone  peaches  for  canning. 

7. 

4 

Grower  price  of  California  freestone  peaches  for  fresh  use. 

8. 

p; 

F.o.b.  price  of  canned  freestone  peaches. 

9. 

Grower  price  of  California  apricots  for  canning. 

10. 

Grower  price  of  California  apricots  for  fresh  use. 

11. 

F.o.b.  price  of  canned  apricots. 

12. 

^1 

Quantity  canned  of  California  cling  peaches. 

13. 

e 

Quantity  canned  of  Pacific  Coast  Bartlett  pears. 

Hi. 

4 

Quantity  of  Pacific  Coast  Bartlett  pears  sold  for  fresh  uses. 

15. 

-I 

Quantity  earned  of  California  freestone  peaches. 

16. 

f 
^3 

Quantity  of  California  freestone  i>eaches  sold  for  fresh  uses. 

17. 

c 

% 

Quantity  canned  of  California  apricots. 

18. 

f 

% 

Quantity  of  Csaifomia  apricots  sold  for  fresh  uses. 

19. 

Canners'  stocks  of  canned  cling  peaches  at  beginning  of  year. 

* 

1-t.CBC' 


20.  Canner's  stocks  of  other  canned  fridt  at  beginning  of  year. 

21.  I  Disposable  personal  income. 

22.  q*  Total  production  of  California  cling  peaches. 

23.  q^  Total  production  of  Pacific  Coast  Bartlett  pears. 
2h»  q^  Total  production  of  California  freestone  peaches. 

25.  q.^  Total  production  of  California  apricots. 

26.  t  Time  trend  (time  in  years). 

Model  Equations 

I.    Caraiir^  demand  for  California  cling  peaches  facing  growers 

f(pf>  q^j  <il*  <iy  \i  i>  t)  =  ^ 

II,    Cling  peaches  canning  allocation  eqtiation 
f(qij  jf»  q**  t)  =  Ug 

III.    Cling  peaches  grower-f .o.b.  price  relation 
f (p^,  p|,  t)  «  u^ 

IV".    Canning  demand  for  Bartlett  pears  facing  growers 

f  (P2*  ^3'  ^U'  ^-1  *  ^-1'  ^'  *^  '  \ 

V.    Fresh  demand  for  Bartlett  pears  facing  growers 

VI.    Bartlett  pears  allocation  eq\aation 

f (qg*  P2»  Pa'  V     "  ^6 

VII,    Bartlett  pears  quantity  constraint 

f(q2»  q?*  q2'  *^  "  ^ 

vm.    Bartlett  pears  grower-f  .o.b.  price  relation  for  canning 
f (P2»  Vl»  t)  -  ug 
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IK,   Canning  demand  for  California  freestone  peaches  facing  growers 

^'(P^*  <ly  \»  ^l*  %>  q.i  +        i>  *)  "  ^9 

X,   Fresh  demand  for  California  freestone  peaches  facing  growers 
f(p^,  q^,  I,  t)  =  ii^Q 

XI*   California  freestone  peaches  allocation  equation 

-/  0      c     f     *    J.  \ 
£i<ly  V>y  Vy  qy  t)  " 

XII,    California  freestone  peaches  quantity  constraint 

Xirc,   California  freestone  peaches  grower-f .©.b,  price  relation  for  canning 
fCPy  Py  t)  " 

XIV,   Canning  demand  for  California  apricots  facing  growers 

^'(pj»  %3  q^*      ^y  q.i  +  Q^p  ^*  *^  "  ^ 

XV.    Presh  demand  for  California  aprieots  facing  growers 
f (pj,  %j  I,  t)  -  u^^ 

XVI«   California  apricots  allocation  equation 

f (qj  ,  P^,  pj,  q^,  t)  -  ^ 
XVII,    California  apricots  quantity  constraint 

XVIII,    California  apricots  grower-f .cb,  i^rice  relation  for  canning 

f  (Pj,    Pj,    t)    .  U^Q 

For  functions  linear  in  parameters,  equation  I  is  just  identified  and  its 
coefficients  can  be  solved  for  directly  from  the  reduced  form  estimated  by 
least  squares.    Equations  II  and  IH  are  overidentified  and  were  estimated  by 
two-stage  least  squares.    The  estimated  equations  are  shown  below: 


s'is^-'^'r-^  ^a.-'.'^ct  ~~":3x;^>cr  ^ftn^T^'tsfvrT.cir'r.c to'*'  'v; •-■I'-i 


-  » .<  ^  r  - 


0      0  n 
r„P  ttf^r"'  tr>P  Ij-P   M'/  I,; 


'1. 


*       .  X 


am 


Uo, 

I.       »  10,6922  -  0,000692  q^^  -  0.0702  q°  -  0.1$U9      *  0,1356  q^  - 

-   0,06U0  q_j^  +  0.0097  Q^-L  +  ll;.66lO  log^I  +  1.9090  t  +  uj_ 

II.    (a)   q-j^  -  -30.8308  +  2.3872  p|  +  0.5577  q*  -  0.2770  t  + 

(b)    f|  »  -  7.1a52  +  0.27U3  q3^  -  0.120U  q*  +  O.5077  t  +  xij 

III.    (a)   ^  =     2,2028  +  O.OU23  p|  +  0.0U97  t  + 

(b)       -  29.8322  +  l8,38Ui      -  0.3860  t  + 

Estimates  of  equations  II  and  III  appear,  on  the  whole,  to  be  satisfactory. 
The  signs  of  the  various  coefficients  accord  v±ih  a  priori  expectations,  the 
absolute  magnitudes  of  the  estimated  coefficients  are  reasonable,  and  alternative 
estimates  are  not  markedly  divergent.   With  regard  to  equation  I,  however,  it  is 
evident  that  the  absolute  magnitude  of  the  coefficient  of      is  strikingly  under- 
estimated.  The  estimate  obtained  indicates  almost  complete  insensitivity  of 
grower  price  to  quantity  canned  and  a  virtually  negligible  price  flexibility  for 
the  average  of  the  period  (-0,006).    In  view  of  this  unsatisfactory  result,  other 
variants  of  equation  I  are  being  examined. 
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TABLE  Al 

Used  to" Estimate  the  Structural  Equations  foi*  Cling  Peaches 


Marketing 
year  Jtine 
through 
May 


Grower 
price 
of  cling 
peaches 

for 
canning 


F.o.b, 

price  of 
Cali- 
fornia 
canned 
cling 
peaches 


Quantities  canned 


Cali- 
fornia 

cling 
peaches 


Pacific 
Coast 
Bartlett 
pears 


Cali- 
fornia 
free- 
stone 


i  i  United 

'Canners'  June  li  States 
stocks  per- 
]  sonal 


Cali-'  Cali- 
fornia if ornia 
apri-(  cling 


Other i  dis- 
cannedl posable 


Total  production 
Cali-  ! 


Cali- 
fornia 


Pacific 
Coast 


cling  ! Bartlett 


peaches  I  cots   peaches!  fruit  income  [peaches ;  pears 


fornia  {  Cali- 
free-  |  fornia 
stone  ;  apri- 

peachesj  cots 


w 
Pi 


^1 


c 
^2 


0 

4 


~5" 


<l.l 
7 


^!i 


I 

T 


*ii 


* 

^2 

TT 


■5J- 


IT 


1936-  37 

1937-  38 

1938-  39 

1939-  UO 
19U0-U1 

19U7-U8 
19U8-U9 
19U9-50 

1950-  51 

1951-  52 

1952- 53 

1953-  5U 
195U-55 

1955- 56 

1956-  57 

1957- 58 

1958- 59 


dollars 
per  ton 


dollars 
per  case 


ten  thousand  1 19U7-Ii9 


29.00 
la  .00 
8.70 
21.00 
20.60 

U9.70 
63.30 
UO.OO 
60,00 
77  .UO 
65.00 
5U.70 
5U.60 
80*60 
71.00 
6U.00 
65.00 


2.79 
3.11 
2.hh 
2.56 
2.U3 

l|.78 
5.10 
U.07 
5.17 
5.53 
5.32 
5.12 
5.17 
5.70 
5.35 
5.10 
5.36 


thoTisand  tons 

standard  cases 

=  100 

thousanc 

1  tons 

265 

161 

11 

53 

193 

230 

37.0 

337 

356 

19U 

2i;8 

323 

158 

2U 

101 

150 

ll2 

36.0 

370 

3UU 

206 

311 

2U2 

lUl 

9 

28 

558 

513 

35.8 

313 

393 

197 

166 

299 

175 

22 

56 

27U 

1U3 

37.0 

372 

369 

231 

312 

283 

180 

28 

30 

269 

178 

U2.U 

353 

3lt9 

232 

103 

U96 

300 

UO 

61 

U6 

61 

9U.8 

513 

U99 

279 

169 

U91 

25U 

50 

102 

125 

211 

101.9 

500 

367 

223 

219 

U69 

269 

U5 

60 

306 

571 

103.3 

578 

50U 

255 

165 

103 

289 

5U 

loU 

206 

35U 

115.7 

555 

U37 

230 

213 

551 

329 

80 

lou 

53 

12U 

123.3 

589 

U50 

262 

172 

U29 

293 

79 

93 

3U2 

U93 

131.0 

5U0 

U76 

260 

158 

509 

271 

7U 

120 

233 

378 

13U.6 . 

5143 

U09 

2U8 

230 

102 

3UU 

85 

87 

271 

366 

139.5 

557 

U93 

278 

lUo 

510 

35U 

81 

152 

56 

3U5 

150.U 

5U2 

U92 

27U 

253 

568 

372 

123 

121 

156 

U92 

159.6 

650 

512 

303 

186 

U95 

3U6 

9k 

109 

h58 

730 

16U.8 

537 

513 

291 

167 

U69 

310 

119 

65 

2li8 

6Ul 

172.9 

505 

hkl 

275 

90 

(Continued  on  next  page*) 
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Table  Al  continued, 
Sotirces: 

Cols.  1.  5,  6,  12,  and  13*  California  Crop  and  Livestock  Reporting  Service,  Fruit  and  Nut  Crops  ...  (Special 

OCXS.  X,  5,  o,  J-  ,         ^  Bulletin  No.  26l,  July,  19^6)  and  mimeographed  releases  ,  May,  iyi>y  and  I960. 

c  Hoos,  Sidney,  Pacific  Coast  Canned  Fruits  .  .  .  (Giannini  Mimeographed  Report  No.  221) 

July)  1959.    Table  1,  Col.  1.    ir'rices  refer  to  Choice  No.  2  1/2. 

Col,  3:  Same  as  cited  for  Col.  1  through  1951 J  Cling  Peach  Advisory  Board,  Summary  Statistics 

for  subsequent  years. 

Cola   ii  and  11:  Shear,  S.,  and  Blair,  R.,  California  Fruit  Statistics  .  .  .  (California  Agricultural 

Experiment  Station  Bulletiii"  t63,  June,  19^ B)  through  195U;  U.  S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  Fruits  (Non-Citrus)  By  States  •  .  • 
(annual  issues)  for  subsequent  yearsj  1959  from  estimate  given  in  U,  S.  Department 
of  Agricvilture,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  Annual  Crop  Summary  (December,  1959)« 

Col.  7:  Same  as  for  Col.  2;    see  Table  3,  Col.  2. 

Col,  8:  Same  as  for  Col.  2;    derived  frcm  individual  tables  covering  each  fruit. 

Col,  9:  U,  S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Survey  of  Current  Business  and  national  income  supple- 

ments including  all  revisions. 

Col.  10:  Same  as  Col.  1  through  195Uj  annual  summary  releases  of  same  department  for  subsequent 

years* 
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